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John Ruskin.

It is impossible to grieve at the death of Mr. Ruskin. 
He had reached a good old age, his bodily and mental 
powers were decadent, and the end came in time to 
Prevent his sinking into a caricature o f himself. This 
is. indeed, a matter for congratulation. The mere 
clinging to life, under any circumstances, is one of the 
m°st abject of human weaknesses. Mr. Ruskin, how
l e r ,  was no weakling, and we daresay he was glad to 
be released.

Mr. Ruskin belonged to the giants of the nineteenth 
century. One by one they have passed into the great 
silence. W e have fallen upon a less heroic time, with 
smaller figures upon the stage. Mr. Meredith is still 
°Ur great novelist, and some of us think our great poet. 

Swinburne also is still living. But both reallyMr.
elong to a former period. W e have no younger poet 

to set beside a Tennyson or a Browning, no biologist 
1° set beside a Darwin, no evolutionary champion to 
®et beside a Huxley, no politician to set beside a 

adstone. The one great surviving thinker is Mr. 
erbert Spencer. But his work is done ; he also 

6 ongs to the past. Our century opened grandly with 
ordsworth, Byron, and Shelley ; and its closing 

Quarter has witnessed the retirement of a number of 
111611 ° f  the loftiest distinction. Its final year leaves us 
Vastly impoverished. N ature’s creative energy seems 
0 be lullecj in England. But she is fertile in the 

UtlexPected, and nobody k n o w s. how soon she may 
Produce another brood of giants, to enlighten, and 

acb and inspire us, and represent us before the world.
lr- Ruskin was not exactly a great thinker. He 

yas rather a man with great thoughts. He was some- 
, ,es splendid, frequently beautiful, and occasionally 

msical. The sovereign mind of Shakespeare— so 
s 6 as well as colossal— could think of “ the prophetic 
y  ° f  the wide world dreaming on things to come.” 
the' ^ Usk'ln was always apt to revert his gaze towards 

P^ t, to dwell fondly upon the world as it was in 
e days of his youth. Hence he hated railways, and

the modern development of machinery. Hecursed
forpv\f r ~ ~ j

tirn as W illiam Morris forgot, that the stream of
of 6 cf nn°t be stopped, much less turned back. All

Them Us> both small and great, have to go with it, 

frotri t'lat any ° ne can do ‘s t0 m°dlfy things a little 
stee t0 anc  ̂ frorn y ear to year. W e may

, 0Ur course a little with the stream ; we can do 
lhln& against it.

a ° cialists, like Mr. Blatchford, look upon Mr. Ruskin, 
upon his 

¿ 6st sense
ien» • ’ however, could only denounce and utter 
Jeremiads
Prom. He was

phet out of due

11 master ” Carlyle, as in the best and 
the founders of up-to-date Socialism.

ProP°se. His

too fond of playing the Hebrew 
season. He never had anything to 

originality was that of a critic and a 
he was‘7  Certainly be was no more a Socialist than 
the o a? Atheist. All his praises were reserved for 

Pposite species. It is also certain that Ruskin’s
N o. Q6fi

umorist.

contribution to Socialism was only his criticism of the 
faults of our crude (because sudden) civilisation. He 
deliberately rejected Socialism. On one occasion, after 
pointing out the wrongs done by the rich to the poor, 
he remarked that the Socialist’s remedy was to break 
the strong offender’s arm, while his remedy was to 
teach him to use it justly. Now, whichever of these 
remedies is the right one, they are assuredly antagonistic 
and irreconcilable.

No one is likely to dispute that Mr. Ruskin w as a 
very great writer. He had not the highest spontaneous 
art, such as we see in Shakespeare. You can always 
see the workmanship in his most fascinating passages. 
But allowing for this, what a master he w as of the most 
splendid eloquence ! Hardly anyone in the whole range 
of our literature has equalled the oceanic sweep of his 
majestic perorations. He had also large powers of 
irony and sarcasm and invective. He could wield the 
lash even more incisively than Carlyle. But he could 
also pay the most delicate compliments, and talk like a 
simple poet (though without verse) o f the loveliness and 
sublimity of nature, and the purity and strength of human 
intellect and character. He strove, not unsuccessfully, 
to add to the beauty of life for his fellow men. His 
generosity was great, his benefactions were many, but 
perhaps his winged sentences were still more precious. 
They made him an inspiration to humbler spirits, who 
caught light and heat from his noble ardor.

Mr. Ruskin was a professed Christian. He was 
brought up in the school of low Evangelicalism, the 
mark of which is over all his earlier work, though he 
learnt to look back upon it with scorn. A t one time 
he was a friend, and almost a follower, of Mr. Spurgeon ; 
but Ruskin grew , and Spurgeon never did, so these two 
were bound to fall asunder. The great writer is reported 
to have rebuked the great preacher’s narrow views of 
salvation, and his cocksureness of intimacy with the 
counsels of Omniscience. No doubt the preacher thought 
himself by far the greater man of the two. He had a 
far wider audience, but his “ poor friend ” had genius. 
Mr. Spurgeon’s sermons are trash, while Mr. Ruskin 
has added to the glory of English literature.

Mr. Matthew Arnold was a Freethinker, but he sneered 
at Colenso ; yet Ruskin admired the fine-spirited bishop 
who stood up for his right to tell the truth, as he saw it, 
about the Bible. The famous “ Colenso D iam ond’’ was 
presented by Mr. Ruskin to the British Museum “ In 
honor of his friend, the loyal and patiently adamantine 
First-Bishop of N atal.”  Mr. Ruskin’s own view of the 
Bible was far removed from that of Mr. Spurgeon’s. 
He did not believe that every word of it fell from 
Almighty lips. He did not believe that it was super- 
naturally inspired. W h at he believed was that it con
tained the best thoughts on life and death that men had 
been able to gather in this world. This is open, of 
course, to criticism and objection ; but it is not the 
theory which is expounded in churches and chapels. 
For the rest, it must be said that Mr. Ruskin believed 
less in creed than in deed, that he contemned the idea 
of a good life being promoted by the fear of hell, that 
his God was not a tyrant but a father, whose children 
never strayed beyond his care nor sinned beyond his 
mercy. All religion, as we think, is false ; but this is, 
at least, the religion of a noble nature.

G. W. F o o te .
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Progressive Thought.

O ne of the most striking incidents of the present decade 
is the rapid development of progressive thought. Under 
the influence of Secular philosophy the human intellect 
has become more and more emancipated from the retard
ing tendencies of ancient speculations and modern creeds 
and dogmas. W ith the advance of time the yearnings 
for intellectual advancement are clearly marked. This 
fact has long been perceptible in the Church of England 
and amongst the numerous dissenting sects. The last 
orthodox citadel to yield to the force of Freethought 
has been the Roman Catholic Church. Her stern per
sistency in disregarding the intellectual requirements of 
the nineteenth century has not been surprising to those 
who have carefully studied her constitution and history. 
W e have always considered the organisation of the 
Catholic Church as an absolute priest-ridden despotism, 
as one which claimed the total subjection of its adherents, 
and which never failed to proclaim the audacious false
hood that its Church was infallible, and therefore could 
not err. The appearance of “ The Vatican D ecrees” in 
1874 confirmed the view which the reading of Catholic 
history had forced upon us. Those “ Decrees ” con
demned, in most severe language, modern thinkers 
who contended that the Church had no business to use 
force against those who exercised the right of mental 
liberty, the freedom of speech, and an unfettered press. 
The (Ecumenical Council of the Roman Catholic Church, 
held in St. Peter’s, Rome, from December, 1869, to 
October, 1870, endorsed the system of Papal absolutism, 
declared the Pope’s judgment on all matters of faith and 
morals infallible and irreversible, and added arbitrary- 
dogmas to the Christian faith.

Such was the official policy of Roman Catholicism 
up to about thirty years ago. Since then progressive 
thought has manifested itself within the Catholic 
Church to an extent which affords immense gratifica
tion to Freethinkers in general and to Secularists in 
particular. Prior to the late American war the more 
advanced minds of Spain were rapidly forsaking the 
Church of Rome, and for years past the priests in 
France have been leaving the Mother Church in goodly 
numbers. A t the Roman Catholic Congress, held in 
Switzerland during August, 1897, Dr. Zahrn, the author 
of Evolution and Dogma, and a most devout Father of 
the Church, avowed his acceptance of the theory of 
evolution in preference to the doctrine of special 
creation. Many other members of the Congress 
declared that they agreed with Dr. Zahm in his 
heretical conclusions. W e have now Dr. St. George 
Mivart, F. R .S ., one of the few Roman Catholic 
scientists, who writes in the current number of the 
Nineteenth Century to prove “  The Continuity of 
Catholicism ,” and, at the same time, most incon
sistently admitting that many of the dogmas and theo
logical opinions once taught by the Catholic Church 
are now given up by the ablest, intelligent members 
o f that community. Dr. M ivart’s article furnishes a 
striking proof o f the advancement of progressive 
thought, but it is far from being free from that 
incongruity which so frequently characterises the 
ebullitions of the theological, mind. That the Doctor 
is no longer in touch with the old teachings of his 
Church is quite evident, and it is equally clear that his 
mind is thoroughly impregnated with deep-rooted 
heresy. But, at the same time, he lacks sufficient 
progressive thought, or determination of purpose, to 
enable him to throw off entirely his allegiance to a 
religious faith which his better judgm ent tells him is 
untenable. Such is the power of theological dogma 
over the human mind ! It stultifies reason and para
lyses intellectual development.

It will be remembered that in the August number of 
the Nineteenth Century o f last year Dr. Mivart wrote 
an article entitled “ W hat Church has Continuity?” 
He there endeavored to show that continuity never 
existed in the Church of England, but that he would 
indicate in a (then) future article where continuity was 
to be found. W e noticed his first article* when it 
appeared, and we ventured to predict that he would 
claim that condition for the Roman Catholic Church.

* Se.J Freethinker, September 3, 1899.

Our prediction has come true, for, in his present con
tribution to the Nineteenth Century, he endeavors to 
show that the Roman Catholic Church has had a 
“ continuous life,” and “ that the ‘ Continuity of 
Catholicity ’ is a fact which cannot be successfully 
contested.”  In spite, however, o f this allegation, he 
frankly confesses that “  I have not sufficient knowledge 
to warrant my making assertions with respect to the 
first three centuries.” But the Doctor should know 
that it was, according to history, during those three 
hundred years that most important changes within the 
Christian fold took place. The orthodox historian, 
Gregory, writes : “ Let it be remembered that (in the 
third century) Christianity no longer retained the same 
form it had assumed in the Primitive Church ; the 
substance had been lost in pursuing the shadow ” 
(Christian Church, vol. i., pp. 379-386). It is un
necessary to refer to history in reference to the many 
changes which have occurred in the Church subsequently 
to that period, inasmuch as Dr. Mivart himself mentions 
several o f those alterations. He says: “ It is a notorious 
fact that many modifications as to worship and ecclesi
astical organisation, and many developments of doctrine, 
have taken place in the Roman Church between the end
of the third and of the nineteenth centuries....... For there
have been amongst Catholics very great modifications 
as to belief which have never been embodied in formal
dogmatic decrees....... Some are changes which have
come over the entire mass of Catholics, so that no one 
holds to-day what was once universally believed” (the 
italics are ours).

Now, how does Dr. Mivart try to reconcile the 
numerous changes and modifications to which he 
alludes, with his statement of “ The Continuity of 
Catholicism ” ? Here are his words : It may,: however, 
be premised that, just as every man with a healthy and 
active mind must change his views as his knowledge 
increases, so every well-constituted community must 
likewise modify its opinions. O f a community, as of 
a man, an animal, or a plant, it may alike be said to 
‘ cease to change is to cease to live. ’ ” But the objec
tion to these supposed analogies is, that the modifica
tions of dogmas, in some cases, are so great that, to 
use the Doctor’s own words, “ no one holds to-day what 
was once universally believed.” Besides, “ continuity ” 
carmot be correctly applied to the individual man, 
animal, or plant, for the obvious reason that the per
petual changes to which they are subjected prevent any 
continuity in their case. It is quite true of man that 
“ to cease to change is to cease to live,”  but this has no 
bearing on doctrines, etc. If a dogma is changed from its 
original character to some other, then the former is gone. 
The name may be retained, but in its changed form it 
represents something different from its original meaning. 
Take, for instance, the Bible. The book, in a “ revised ” 
form it is true, still remains ; but the dogma entertained 
in reference to it has entirely changed, so much so that 
no continuity of belief as to its correct meaning can 
reasonably be claimed. As Dr. Mivart writes : “ The 
old view of the Bible regarded it as an entirely super
natural work, every word of which had been directly
inspired by God himself.......Four hundred years ago
the authority of Scripture was deemed absolute as 
regards all kinds of knowledge— physical no less than 
religious— and even in the last century any questioning 
of the literal sense of the first chapter of Genesis was 
resented as irreligious.” Now, such old views, says 
the Doctor, “ seem to be entirely abandoned by almost
all educated Catholics....... Comparatively few persons
now believe that the account in Genesis of the creation 
of the world, or of Adam and Eve, is, in any sense, 
historical and true ; or that the account of the Fall is 
such ; or that diversities of language were due to God’s 
fear lest men should build a tower to reach heaven ; or 
that Joshua or Isaiah in any way interfered with the 
regularity of the earth’s rotation on its axis....... W onder
ful, indeed, is the change which has come over the 
Catholic body as regards their belief about Scripture.” 
Quite so, and Dr. Mivart mentions several other doc
trines of his Church which have undergone changes 
equally as marvellous. Its pet teaching, “ Out of the 
Church there is no salvation,” was “ long generally 
accepted in its most literal meaning,” but now “ it is 
admitted by the most rigid Roman theologians that 
men who do not even accept any form of Christianity,
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'f only they are Theists and lead good lives, 
may have an assured hope for the future similar to 
that of a virtuous Christian believer.” Freethought 
has truly done useful work in the Catholic Church.

But in the face of these many important changes 
where does “ The Continuity of C atholicism ” come in? 
1 he Doctor says “ that these changes, though con
siderable, cannot be deemed to constitute a ‘ breach 
°f continuity,’ since they have all taken place gradu
ally.” i n the name of common sense, where is the 
logic of such a statement ? His contention is that the 
tact of an animal becoming different gradually does 
not interfere with the continuity of its characteristics, 
t'urther, he contends that/doctrines and dogmas, having 
entirely lost their original signification, and being 
understood to mean the very opposite to what it is said 
they formerly implied, still retain their continuity. This 
ls the ebullition of reason clouded with the mysticism 
° f  theology.

O f course, we are pleased that Dr. M ivart has shaken 
the dry bones of Catholicism. But, to be consistent, he 
cannot remain where he is. He should at once quit the 
h-nurch with whose traditional teachings his scientific 
mind can have no sympathy. As the Tablet, which we 
believe is the official organ of Cardinal Vaughan, says, 
ne (Dr. Mivart) is “ an outsider and an opponent o f the 
Eatholic faith.” His proper place, therefore, is among 
the Rationalists. There is, however, this advantage in 
h's indictment of his Church : it may be read by many 
who perhaps would have taken no notice of it had it 
Jeen presented by an avowed Freethinker.

C h a r l e s  W a t t s .

Quakers and War.

precept, the Quakers, since their origin as a sect, 
jtve been steadfastly opposed to war. They have not 

always been consistent in practice. But their defec- 
mns occurred centuries ago, when it was not so 

easy to be a Quaker as it is now. They are opposed to 
war because it is contrary to the teaching of Christ.

ff is at all possible to interpret the message of that 
ri^"^seat person, the Quakers are more than probably

The Society of Friends were not the first Christian 
j’j-ct who, relying upon the injunctions of Jesus, set up 
, . e doctrine of peace-at-any-price. The Lollards, in 

fourteenth century, held that war was unlawful for 
p Christian. They set forth in a Bill, introduced in the 

arhament of 1394, that homicide in war, or by the 
Pretended law of justice for temporal causes without 
miy spiritual revelation, is expressly contrary to the New 
c e m e n t .  For this, among other opinions, members 
th A S6Ct were Burnt to death. Tw o centuries later 

e Anabaptists, who entertained the same view, were 
most as severely dealt with, though their revolutionary 

s were mainly responsible for their cruel treatment, 
sa tle Quakers ¡n the following centuries exhibited the 
f ? ?  antipathy to war, though in a rather more subdued 
t h f10n' From Sewel’s History o f the Friends we learn 
e a, when George Fox visited Leicestershire his friends 
tha,eavored to persuade him to enlist as a soldier. But 
^  was so much against his mind that he refused to 
a ®°> and “ went to Coventry.” Afterwards he preached 
am 'nS  ̂ War' At Carlisle he went up to the Castle 
tile° n£ the soldiers, when, by the beating of the drum, 
pr Harrison were called together. Am ong these he 
0f p? . d 1 directing them to the measure of the Spirit 
from i St 'n themselves, by which they might be turned 
God dâ ness to light, and from the power of Satan to 
nian' Ble warned them also to do no violence to any

with l o w i n g  year Cromwell, having been invested 
°ath Sr'Preme authority, required of the soldiers the 
¿ - n o t  f i x i t y .  Then some Quakers who had been 
avail” ! lnto '■ Be army in spite of their doctrinal belief 
declare .^ n ^ selves of this happy opportunity. They 
“ Swp6  ̂ '•Bat, in obedience to Christ’s command to 
Concplr no': at all,”  they could not take the oath. 
° ne JUently, they were disbanded. Hubberthorn, 
becam 1 le' r leaders, “ being come to man’s estate, 
zeal fQe an °iBcer in the Parliament’s army, and from a 

r godliness preached sometimes to the soldiers.

But, entering afterwards into the society of the Quakers, 
so-called, he left his military employment and testified 
publicly against it.”  Fox, when brought before Crom
well and required to give a written promise not to take 
up a carnal sword or weapon against him or the Govern
ment, as it then was, handed in a paper “ wherein he 
did, in the presence of God, declare that he denied 
the wearing and drawing of the carnal sword or any 
outward weapon against him or any man.”

W hen in 1659 the city of Chester was seized by 
insurgents, General Lambert was sent against them, 
and we learn that “ some rash people that went under 
the name of Quakers ” were for taking up arms under 
Lambert, the Committee of Safety offering great places 
and commands to some of that persuasion. But, to 
“ draw them off from the truth that they professed, G. 
Fox writ a paper wherein he showed the unlawfulness 
of wars and fightings, representing it as a work not at 
all becoming the followers of C h rist; and he exhorted 
his friends not to join with those that took up arms, but 
to fight only with spiritual weapons which took away 
the occasion of the carnal.”

This contemporary allusion to the founders of the 
present Society of Friends is specially noteworthy from 
the fact that they were described as some rash people 
that went under the name of Quakers. Since that 
time they have endeavored by their teaching and 
demeanor to prove that this description of them was a 
most unjustifiable libel. They can hardly' be suspected 
to be “ rash people” now-a-days. In spite of persecu
tion and imprisonment, and even torture, they have 
persisted that, in regard to war, the Christian’s duty is 
passive resistance or non-compliance.

There is one— perhaps the only— instance on record 
where such abstention met with happy results. Mr. 
Bethune-Baker, M .A ., in his influence o f Christianity 
on W ar (the Burney Prize Essay of 1887), mentions 
that for seventy years the colony of Pennsylvania 
possessed no weapons of offence, no armies or militia. 
W hile the other colonists around them suffered from 
perpetual incursions of the natives, the Pennsylvanian 
territory was free from all attack, and not a single man 
was killed by the Indians. W e cannot hope for any 
parallels in the present time or immediate future.

The minutes and epistles of the yearly meetings of 
the Society of Friends for many years past show, by 
the terms of the resolutions recorded, how deeply the 
Friends were impressed with the feeling that all war
fare, under any circumstances, was opposed, as they 
say, to “ the example and precepts of our Lord and 
Master, who hath commanded us to love our enemies 
and to do good even to them that hate us.” One 
Minute is curious from the fact that it suggests that 
“ wars and figh tin g” should be as seldom as possible 
made even the subjects of conversation. At the present 
time such a regulation, if it were generally operative, 
would diminish to an immense extent the enormous 
profits now being drawn in by the publishers of “ Extra 
Spec’huls,” which more often than not contain nothing 
“ extra,” and are only “ special ” in the sense of being 
specially disappointing. Here we may say— but is it 
necessary to say it ?— Kipling is more than anyone 
looked at askance by the Friends. He and Chamberlain 
would be terribly assailed by them if it were not that 
the Friends are prohibited from violent expressions of 
antipathy. As it is, they are prayed for.

In 1757 there seem to have been those lamentable 
defections to which we alluded. Some Friends, it 
appears, had “  failed in the maintenance of their Chris- . 
tian testimony against wars and fighting by joining 
with others to hire substitutes, and by the payment of 
money to exempt themselves from personal service in 
the militia ; a practice inconsistent with our testimony 
to the reign of the Prince of Peace.” On various 
occasions afterwards, from 1781 to 1861, they made 
protestations against any sort o f participation in war, 
in the conveyance of war-material, or in the profits 
arising from any manufacture or commerce dependent 
on war. A  singular commentary on this old-time 
record is the fact that the three leading Quaker firms 
of’chocolate-makers must have made, a month or two 
ago, a considerable profit out o f the orders from the 
Queen, who desired to send presents to her troops.

The Quakers were in protest over the Peninsula 
W ar, and seemed not to rejoice over W aterloo. They
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lamented the establishment of Rifle Clubs and Volunteer 
Corps in 1859 and 1861. They said :—

“ We are not to believe that our Lord and Savior, in 
enjoining the love of enemies and the forgiveness of 
injuries, has prescribed for man a series of precepts 
which are incapable of being carried into practice ; or 
of which the practice is to be postponed till all shall be 
persuaded to act upon them. We cannot doubt that 
they are incumbent upon the Christian now ; and that 
we have in the prophetic Scriptures the distinct intima
tion of their direct application not only to individuals, but 
to nations also.’

In more recent times the attitude of the Friends has 
been persistently the same : opposing the most popular 
little campaigns upon which England has entered, 
always insisting that they were opposed to the teachings 
of Christ. John Bright, in terms that were unmistakable, 
expressed his abhorrence of General Gordon as a soldier, 
and only grudgingly recognised him as a mistaken and 
badly-occupied Christian. All that W hittier, the Quaker 
poet of the States, could say for Gordon was that, in his 
methods of warfare, he was at least better than David. 
On the eve of the present hostilities the Society of Friends 
entered a protest, in dignified and solemn terms, against 
warfare with their fellow Christians in South Africa.

Are the Quakers right? That question suggests 
another : Are they right from a New Testament point 
of view, or from the point o f common sense ? W e may 
dismiss the “  common sense ” aspect of the question. 
That goes without saying. If we were all Quakers in 
the British Isles, and no Quakers elsewhere, the conse
quences do not need to be indicated. But from the 
New Testam ent point of view the Quakers are distinctly 
right. Bethune-Baker makes a great effort to evade 
the force of the Sermon on the Mount and other 
teachings of Christ. He says they are of “ an anti
thetical and metaphorical character.” The B ritish  
Weekly says they are paradoxical. Suppose we say 
they are hyperbolic— the spirit is just the same. 
Bethune-Baker says we are not to suppose that 
Christ meant literally  that if we were smitten on the 
right cheek we must turn the other to the striker. 
W hoever suggests that ? The spirit of the injunction 
— considered further in connection with other ascribed 
utterances such as “  Resist not evil ” and “ All they 
that take the sword shall perish with the sword ”— and 
still more in connection with the whole attitude and 
spirit of Christ as recorded in the Gospels, leaves but 
little doubt as to the impression which was intended to 
be conveyed. Otherwise the Gospel is a miserably 
abortive attempt by a Deity to make himself understood.

The Society of Friends are right from a New Testament 
point o f view ; but, from an Imperial point of view, the 
fewer we have of them the better.

F r a n c is  N e a l e .

Professor Mivart and Christianity.

In the current issue of the Nineteenth Century Professor 
Mivart presents his fellow Christians with a New Y ear’s 
Greeting in the shape of a review of the altered position 
of Christian beliefs. Roman Catholics will certainly not 
receive the present with much joy, nor will shrewd, far- 
seeing P rotestantsgiveitavery warm welcome. Fanatical 
anti-Catholics may hail the article as a sign of yet another 
departure from Rome, but others of a more reflective cast 
o f mind will probably see in Dr. M ivart’s epitome of Chris
tian concessions to modern thought an indication of a pro
cess that can have but one termination— and that one the 
gradual disappearance of their faith.

Professor Mivart himself is an unconscious witness to 
the existence of this process. W ritin g in 1876, he con
tended that “ the whole modern movement from the 
humanists of the Renaissance has been, and is, a Pagan 
re v iv a l; the reappearance of a passionate love for, and 
a desire to rest in and thoroughly sympathise with, 
mere nature, accompanied by a more or less complete 
and sympathetic rejection of the supernatural, its aspira
tions, its consolations, and its terrors.” * O ver twenty 
years have slipped by, and Professor Mivart has so far 
yielded to this modern movement as t£> draw up a brief

* See his Contemporary Evolution, "Introductory.”

catalogue of various Christian beliefs which he, appa
rently, has ceased to hold ; and, although he professes 
to speak only as regards Catholics, his remarks apply to 
the Christian world at large.

To the Freethinker there is nothing new in Mr. 
M ivart’s essay. All therein has been commonplaces for 
long enough in the Rationalistic world, with a great 
deal more that the writer may yet live to recognise. 
Still, the admission of the accuracy of some portion of 
our case against Christianity bids us hope for like 
recognition of the remaining portion, however long 
that may be in coming. True, it is not much to be 
told that educated Catholics no longer believe that the 
celebrated prophecy in the seventh chapter of Isaiah 
has any reference to Jesus, and that “ no one can now 
fail to see the absurdity ” of so reading it. It is only 
saying that people are at length learning to read a 
simple narrative without distorting its obvious meaning 
in the interests of a senseless theology ; but it is some
thing even to gain this much. The saddening reflection 
is that, if the recognition of such an elementary truth as 
this is cited as proof o f Christian development, then 
the development of Christians must be in a very back
ward state indeed.

It is not my intention to dwell at any length upon 
“ the remarkable modifications of belief that have come 
to exist among earnest Catholics in this respect the 
changes among Catholics are pretty much on a level 
with the changes among Protestants, and, when all that 
is doubted by Christians is put on one side, what is left 
of Christianity seems hardly worth troubling about. I 
wish more particularly to do what Professor Mivart has 
failed to do— to indicate the nature of the forces that 
have contributed to the “ remarkable modifications ” in 
the opinions of Christians, and point the true moral of 
their existence. Still, it is necessary to note what are 
the beliefs which, according to Professor Mivart, 
educated Catholics have now generally discarded.

Passing over such historic instances as the struggles of 
the Christian world with the teachings of Copernicus 
and Galileo, teachings condemned by Protestants as 
heartily as by Catholics— the belief in witchcraft, the 
approaching end of the world, and that there could be 
no salvation outside a particular Church— we may halt 
for a moment at the Professor’s description of the 
former and present status of the Bible. He quotes the 
Rev. Dr. Hogan to the effect that—-

“ Two hundred years ago the books of the Old and 
New Testament were held in universal veneration. No 
doubt was entertained of their authenticity. Moses was 
the unquestioned author of the Pentateuch ; Solomon of 
Proverbs, Isaiah, Daniel, and the other Prophets of all 
that bore their names ; the Evangelists and Apostles, of 
the writings of the New Testament respectively assigned 
to them. But their principal author was the Holy Ghost, 
for they were all inspired, and inspired in all their
parts...... ‘ If once we admit error in the Scriptures,’ said
St. Jerome, ‘ what further authority can they possess?’ 
‘ The whole structure of the faith totters,’ added St. 
Augustine, ‘ once the authority of Scripture is shaken.’ ”

Now the same author says :—
“ Each decade is marked by notable concessions......

The plagues of Egypt are cut down to the size of ordinary
events...... the miracle of Joshua to a poetic description
of a natural phenomenon. In a word, what assumes a 
historical form in the Bible is admitted in one case as a 
true record of facts ; in another as a conventional or 
fanciful representation of what happened ; in another
again as a fiction...... destined to embody and convey
some salutary truth.”

W ith all this Professor Mivart finds himself in agree
ment. The pity of it all is that Christians should 
take so long in recognising what has always been quite 
plain to non-Christians, and that when the truth is seen 
no kind of recognition is made of the services of those 
Freethinkers who for over 200 years faced death, im
prisonment, and social ostracism in the endeavor to open 
the eyes of the Christian world. For it is these unnamed 
Freethinkers whom Dr. Mivart and others have to thank 
for the more accurate views of the Bible now prevailing. 
All that has been done in the shape of Biblical criticism 
has been done as a result of their agitation. All that 
the most “ advanced ” clergyman in Great Britain gives 
his hearers or readers is only the minimum amount of 
knowledge he thinks they will be content with. Pro
fessor Mivart would doubtless have thought it undignified
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(?Jlave quoted Paine’s Age o f Reason, now over a century 

°ld ; but he might have found there much that he now 
quotes from more recent “ advanced ” religious writers, 
with a great deal more on the same lines.

Nearly every one of the fundamental ideas of Chris- 
'anity is placed by Mr. Mivart on his list of “ suspects.” 
he God of primitive Christianity, whom he describes 

a8 a poO'Uatural Oriental despot, exacting praise and
orat'on» and ready to chastise.......disrespect and

isobedience in the most terrible manner im aginable,” 
las had to bite the dust in the face of a more refined 
aud more humane public feeling. I have had more than 
one free fight at my meetings up and down the country 
or saying as much. Even the miraculous and divine 
*fth of Jesus is no longer firmly held to. He says :—

1 To my certain knowledge, there actually are devout 
Catholics of both sexes, well known and highly esteemed 
“-weekly communicants, and leading fives devoted to 
charity and religion— who believe Joseph to have been
the real and natural father of Jesus...... I know also
priests who share this opinion.”

Venly, the world moves !
“ h S birth, so with the death. Many reasons

have suggested that the whole of these [New Testament] 
•stories of the first Easter morning may be legendary 
nly, and this suspicion is strengthened by the fact that 

P e. earliest writings in the New Testam ent— the Pauline 
pistles— are utterly silent with respect to them. It 

would certainly be very strange, if St. Paul did know of 
ls v 's't to the empty tomb, that he should fail to add 

extremely valuable a testimony to the others he 
ri *n âvor ° f  tbe belief that the Lord had truly
'sen !” j f  p rofessor Mivart enjoys “ happiness in hell ” 

,, er this confession, I am of opinion that it will not be 
e fault o f the Church of which he still professes to be 

a member.*
Now, with all that Professor Mivart has to say on the 

^y°ve subjects Freethinkers will find but little to cavil, 
at is to be criticised is the unexpressed but 

- a b ly  obvious assumption— one very common with 
ristian apologists— that all these changes have taken 

t h Cp aS t l̂e result o f some internal development in 
Churches, and that we have them to thank for it. 

» « a tta r  of fact, a great many of the habits o f mind 
*cn Mr. Mivart deprecates have been perpetuated 
°st entirely through Christian influence, and are 

0 s,aPPear'ng  owing to the influence of forces that lie 
of th 6 sphere of Christianity. W e will take two 
tio Professor’s instances as illustrations— the ques- 

a ° f  kindness to animals and that of intellectual ethics, 
the 5 K-a^S ! “  Many Catholics have come to recognise 
ho j^ 'c a l  truth, which only seems to have been appre- 
b aec* ° f  late— the truth, namely, that we are morally 
re Unc* .n°t to inflict needless pain on animals.” “ Only 
haC°^n'sed of late ” is true if Professor M ivart’s remark 
if it ^ erence to Christians only ; it is distinctly in error 
Ki hS rnear*t to refer to the world at large or in history. 
Pa» a®88. 1.0 animals occupied no mean place in the 
kind 0 Writin&s. There was both teaching to encourage 
0nlv aess, and legislation to enforce it. Plutarch was 

y voicing a common sentiment in s a y in g :—

A good man will take care of his horses and dogs, 
s °t .°nly while they are young, but when old and past
l^ 'o e . ..... We certainly ought not to treat living creatures

. i  shoes or household goods, which, when worn outwith, - use, we throw aw ay; and were it only to teach
enevolence to human-kind, we should be merciful to 

other creatures.”
t0 r® Is hardly a modern argument in favor of kindness 
Writ£1Irna ŝ t*lat cannot be found in Plutarch ; and his 
o-p In§;s were, as I have said, only an expression of a 

p®ral feeling on the subject.
The^h?1 t *̂e Christianity opposed this tendency,
incul -V "Pe.stament is destitute of a single precept 
on tb atln?.kindn ess to the lower animal w orld ; and 
“ s'de there stands St. Paul’s contemptuous

God care for oxen ?” As Mr. Lecky says :—
«Ti

re . 1 n c . ''«man race was isolated, by the scheme of 
——  CrnPtion, more than ever from all other races ; and in

* y. — -— ------------------------------------------------- -—
'«hibited*5 pVrk 'n£T the above I see that Cardinal Vaughan has 
and forb' },ro êssor Mivart from approaching the Sacraments, 
" revoke'l En any Pr‘e!>t to administer them, until he shall have 
articig anij, condemned ” the opinions expressed in the above 
Ordinary " proved his orthodoxy to the satisfaction of his

the range and circle of duties inculcated by the early
Fathers those tp animals had no place.*...... The fatal vice
of theologians, who have always looked upon others 

' solely through the medium of their own special dogmatic 
views, has been an obstacle to all advance in this 
direction. The animal world, being altogether external 
to the scheme of redemption, were regarded as beyond 
the range of duty ; and the belief that we have any kind 
of obligation to its members has never been inculcated— 
has never, I believe, been admitted by Catholic theo
logians...... It must not be forgotten that the inculcation
of humanity to animals, on a wide scale, is mainly the 
work of a recent and secular age ; that the Moham
medans and the Brahmins have, in this sphere, consider
ably surpassed the Christians; and that Spain and 
Southern Italy, in which Catholicism has most deeply 
planted its roots, are beyond all other countries in Europe 
those in which inhumanity to animals is most wanton 
and most unrebuked. ”+

Professor Mivart fails to recognise, then, that the 
duty of mankind to the lower animals was a teaching 
that owed its decline to the influence of the Church of 
which he is a member, and that its rise in modern 
times has been due to precisely those causes which 
the Christian Churches at large have tried their hardest 
to suppress. It may be perfectly true that this teaching 
has only been “ recognised of late” by the general body of 
Catholics, but this is merely one more proof that in broad 
humanitarian teachings, as well as in religious matters, 
the devout Christian is usually a century behind the rest 
o f the world. C. C oh en .

(  To be continued.)

Christian Crime in Kentucky and Ohio.

R ecently  a mob in Ohio caught a white woman and a black 
man, the latter seventy years old.

They took the white woman out into the street in the day 
time, stripped her of all her clothes, painted her all over with 
roof paint, using whitewash brushes, and then struck features 
all over her. They then dragged her and the old Negro to 
the river, and threw them both in. They shot their pistols 
into the water near the old man, and, though none of the 
shots struck him, the papers report him likely to die from 
others injuries.

Since then a mob at Maysville, Kentucky, caught a Negro 
man named Dick Coleman, who had committed the double 
crime of rape and murder just as he was at the court-house 
door to be tried for his crime.

The Courier Journal says the mob consisted of the finest 
citizens of Maysville, “ amongst whom were members of 
churches.” It didn’t say that there was any Infidel in the 
crowd, and I do not believe that there was one, because 
Infidels do not do things like that, and Christians do.

This mob, according to the Courier Journal, dragged 
Coleman, with a rope round his neck, to a spot in full view 
of the town. People all along the way beat him with their 
fists and with sticks.

The women encouraged the men to lynch him. These 
men tied Coleman to a tree, and threw vitrol and cayenne 
pepper in his eyes, nose, and mouth.

A man ran back into town, and got a can of coal oil and 
poured it over him. Leading citizens of the towm and school 
children that were present pulled up dried grass and dried 
weeds and piled around Coleman, and set him afire and 
burned him up.

The Maysville Bulletin—Goebel Democrat; strong— gives 
an account of it, but has not a word to say against the burn
ing of Coleman. In the Bulletin there is the usual gush 
about preachers and churches.

There is no mention that any preacher or priest in the 
town tried to stop it, and, without knowing anything further 
than reported by the papers, I here say, without hesitation, 
that there was no man in that mob who will write to any 
newspaper and say that he is an Infidel, as any true Infidel 
is too glad of an opportunity to do. Any Infidel who was 
known to have been in that gang would receive the con
demnation of all leading Infidels in the world, and I challenge 
the whole Christian religion to show that there was any 
Infidel who took any part in the burning of Coleman.

And yet there is not in Kentucky a single priest or preacher 
who will not stand in his pulpit, the next Sunday after that 
crime, and, lying for the money he makes out of it, will state 
that the Christian religion is that alone which promotes 
“ peace on earth and goodwill toward men,” and that all 
of our civilisation is based upon that religion.

— C. C. Moore, in''1 Blue Grass Blade," Lexington, Kentucky.

* For a collection of the opinions of some leading theologians 
on this subject see Mr. H. S. Salt’s Animals' Rights. 

t  History of European Morals, ii., pp. 167, 173, 177.
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Acid Drops.

D r . S t . G eorge M iv a r t  is not yet excommunicated as an 
incorrigible heretic, but he is inhibited from the sacraments. 
Cardinal Vaughan drew up a humiliating recantation which 
he called upon Dr. Mivart to sign. The demand was twice 
repeated, but Dr. Mivart took no notice; whereupon the 
Cardinal issued the aforesaid inhibition, and sent a copy of 
the same to his priests, in order that they might not 
administer the sacraments to this obstinate scientist “ until 
he shall have proved his orthodoxy to the satisfaction of his 
Ordinary.” We earnestly hope that Dr. Mivart will stand 
to his guns, and also that he will turn them against the 
lying old Church.

The late John Ruskin was fond of setting his back up 
against Rationalist views from time to time as the spirit 
seemed to move him. It is quite open to doubt whether this 
did not arise out of “ pure cussedness” rather than from 
serious belief. Once in Fors Clavigera he solemnly declared 
—though perhaps with a little twinkle in his eye —that, if it 
came to a choice between drainage or prayer for the salvation 
of a city from typhoid, he would rely upon prayer, because it 
is written : “ He shall deliver thee from the noisome pestilence, 
and, though a thousand fall at thy right hand, it shall not come 
nigh thee.”

The Referee refuses to advertise the Freethinker. In the 
advertisement of our New Year’s number (Jan. 7) one item 
was objected to— “ Ambrose Bierce meets Jesus.” This 
objection, however, was apparently only a subterfuge, for 
the following week’s advertisement was rejected sans phrase. 
No explanation was vouchsafed. The advertisement was 
declined. “ The editor won’t have it ” was all the light that 
the agent could (or would) throw upon the problem.

We daresay we shall survive this blow. But if it should 
lead to our demise, we desire to put on record our apprecia
tion of the great respectability which the Referee has attained 
to. The Westminster Gazette is considered respectable enough, 
but it inserted the first advertisement which the Referee 
rejected. What a change has taken place since our penny 
Sunday contemporary started ! It had principles then, and 
was decidedly Radical. Now it has no principles. Nothing 
is left of the old-time Referee but Mr. G. R. Sims, and he has 
fallen through his liver on sheer snobbishness. There is not 
even wit left in “ Mustard and Cress.” The whole paper is 
material for a study in degeneration.

When the Pretoria government made up its mind for war, 
President Kruger told his burghers that God Almighty directed 
every bullet. No doubt he only half believed it, if he believed 
it at all ; otherwise he would not have been glad to know that 
the Boers were good marksmen ; for, if the Lord decides 
every bullet’s line of flight, it is quite unnecessary to shoot 
straight. Any direction will do in that case. Even firing 
at your comrades is quite as wise as firing at your enemies.

It appears, however, that there are pious persons on the 
British side who are President Kruger’s equal in this silliness 
or hypocrisy— call it which you will. On the first Sunday 
after the repulse of the great Boer assault on Ladysmith a 
solemn thanksgiving service was held in the Anglican Church. 
The building was crowded with soldiers, including General 
White and his Staff officers. The officiating clergyman was 
Archdeacon Barker. This reverend gentleman said that they 
were gathered together to thank God for enabling them to 
win one of the most decisive and important victories of the 
campaign. According to which view, the victory was not 
due to the skill and prowess of our troops, to the stubborn 
warriors, to the men who fought, and bled, and died, but to 
the interference of the Almighty. But this was not all. The 
preacher concluded by saving that “ they would continue to 
rely upon God, who, so far, had protected them during the 
siege from the death-dealing missiles of the enemy.” What 
is this but going one belter, if possible, than President Kruger? 
If Archdeacon Barker’s words mean anything, they mean 
that God either directed the course of the shells fired by 
the Boers into Ladysmith, or superintended their explosion 
so that few of the besieged were injured. Perhaps the 
preacher will kindly explain why the miracle was not com
plete. Why were the shells allowed to kill anybody?

The War Office, it seems, has refused to sanction the 
appointment of chaplains to the Imperial Yeomanry'. “ Per
haps,” observes the Rock, “ the authorities are of opinion that 
fighting leaves little time for praying; but it may be that, 
were the pray ing more incessant, the fighting would be more 
effective.” Will the Rock kindly explain how, if the praying 
were “ incessant,” there would be time for any fighting at all ? 
The only way in which we can conceive of this feat being 
accomplished would be, say, for the artillerymen to keep on 
muttering “ Our Father which art in heaven ” whilst they shove 
in the lyddite and point the guns.

Canon Carmichael, LL.D ., of Dublin, thinks the Old

Testament “ the manliest book in the world, and the true 
text-book for the training of soldiers.” Now, does this man 
of God really mean that Yahveh’s instructions to the Israelites 
to butcher men, women, and children, reserving only the 
virgins for themselves, is the kind of warfare to be carried on 
to-day? Does he think we ought to imitate David, the man 
after God’s own heart, and bring out our captives and cut 
them with saws and harrows of iron and with axes ? If not, 
then his declaration is reckless nonsense. If he does, then 
we can only say that he is worthy of the Lord of Hosts, and 
the Lord of Hosts worthy of him. Not to mince words, this 
Dublin cleric must be either a monster or an ass.

A letter appears in the Sunday Sun, in which the writer 
acknowledges, what really ought to go without saying, that 
“ the practices of the Jews in warfare, as in other things, 
were such that they would not be tolerated at this date.” 
But he does not say, what must not be forgotten, that they 
were Divinely-ordered, according to the Old Testament. In 
regard to the New Testament, he adopts the view's of many 
Christians that, “ taken generally, the whole weight of the 
teaching of that book is directly against strife of any kind.”

This brings us again face to face with the fact that even on 
so great and vital a question as whether war is justifiable or 
not Christians are in hopeless disagreement. What can we 
think of a Divine message which is so differently interpreted 
— of a “ revelation ” which does not reveal, but only darkens 
and confuses ?

Street-crying of Sunday newspapers is the subject of a letter 
to the Times from the Rev. F. B. Meyer. He says he does 
not complain from the strictly Sabbatarian standpoint. That, 
however, is all nonsense. Why should not people be supplied 
with special war editions, even though it be on Sunday ? And 
how are ordinary folks to get them unless they are cried in 
the streets ? People with sons or brothers at the front have a 
natural anxiety to know the latest.

There may or may not be very much in some of the editions 
— that is another matter. If we can endure the clanging of 
tabernacle bells and the hubbub of Salvation Army bands, 
w'e can easily put up, in these exciting times, with the crying 
of new's. But, of course, whether the Rev. Meyer disowns 
it or not, the old Sabbatarian stupidity is really at the bottom 
of the complaint.

The horror of war is well brought home to us by the 
following extract from a private letter to a friend by one of 
the War Correspondents of the Daily News : “ The worst 
thing is a bullet wound in the stomach below the navel, 
which is mortal. The pain is excruciating, and they howl 
like a shot hare ; it sounds like a child screaming, and is 
horrible.” We should think so 1

The New York Independent declares that, while the popula
tion of the United States has increased probably from 
62,000,000 to 70,000,000 since 1890, the church membership 
has increased from 20,612,806 to 27,710,004. That is to say, 
the increase of population has been 13 per cent., and the 
increase in church membership 34 per cent. For our part, 
we very much mistrust these partisan religious statistics; but, 
even if they are accurate, or fairly so, they do not alter the 
fact that orthodox Christianity— that is, real Christianity— 
has been more than ever discredited during the last decade 
of the nineteenth century. All over the United States, just as 
in this country, the doctrines of Christianity are melting away 
under the influence of criticism and the development of reason 
and humanity. The name survives unchanged, but the thing 
is immensely altered.

According to a newspaper report, the Wesleyans have 
opened seven new churches in the London suburbs during 
the past year, and six others will shortly be ready for opening, 
while three more will be at once commenced. It would be 
interesting to learn whether these new churches really imply 
an increase in the number of Wesleyans, or whether they 
merely imply a shifting of worshippers from one part of the 
metropolis to another. At any rate, a great deal of money is 
being spent, however few souls are saved. No less than 
,£,’ 140,000 has been spent on chapel-building in London during 
1899; the great South London Hall is to cost £¡30,000, and 
the Great Hall scheme at Deptford will apparently involve 
almost as great an outlay. In face of these figures, it is idle 
to say that religion is dead or dying financially. O f course, 
it is dead enough intellectually and morally. But that does 
not prevent its being a great power for mischief.

While the various Churches are spending so many millions 
a year on their ridiculous soul-saving business, it is shocking 
to read of men and women—ay, and poor little children— 
perishing in destitution. Here is a case in point; one of 
hundreds that become public in the course of a year, which, 
after all, are only a fraction of those that are not recorded in 
the newspapers. Mr. S. F. Langham, the City coroner, held 
an inquest recently on the dead body of Thomas Edward Fox,
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afereJ 54, lately residing at 9 Sharsted-strect, Kennington- 
park. Deceased had been a clerk, but he had been out of 
work for some time, and had found it impossible to obtain 
fresh employment. His wife described him as a kind, steady, 
and devoted husband. He was anxious to earn a living, but 
could not do so, his age being against him in the fierce 
competition of modern city life. Long-drawn-out starvation, 
to use his own words, at length reduced him to despair. 
‘ The worst of it is,” he wrote, “ my misfortunes have 

brought such unmerited suffering on my most faithful and 
devoted wife.” So one bitter night, when the cold was 
torturing his exhausted frame, he leapt into the Thames, and 
found at last the kind oblivion of death. And, perhaps, as he 
took his final leap, not for life, church bells were ringing out 
their iron message ; and maybe the sound of them was the 
last he heard before the waters closed over him and wrapt all 
his senses in the great unbroken repose.

One teature of this case is worth a special reference. I he 
unhappy man had a sister, a Mrs. Haxell, living in affluence 
at Kew. When the police went to her address to subpoena 
her to the inquest, they discovered that she had left, and was 
llv'ng at her country mansion. To this wealthy sister Thomas 
Edward Fox had applied in his misery, but she seems to have 
turned a deaf ear to his appeal. She lived in wealth, as one 
ot the jury said, and he died of starvation! Yet this is a 
Christian country, and probably Mrs. Haxell has a sitting in 
a church, and calls herself a miserable sinner—a description 
which we have no intention ot disputing.

jy he smoke-and-candle question threatens to bring about 
^establishment. Fourteen thousand communicants of the 

,. urch of England have signed a protest against the Arch- 
m h'P Canterbury’s official opinion on this transcendent
I | r> ,and a deputation has waited upon him under the 
 ̂ ,ership of the Duke of Newcastle. This nobleman openly 

a c,ares. his view that Disestablishment is bound to come, 
i . clu*ckly too, if the Bishops carry out their threat to 
otl ltUte Prosecutions against recalcitrant clergymen. In 
e ef words, the extreme High Church party would sooner
II 1 t l̂e Establishment altogether, and murder their

0 y Mother, rather than abate one jot of their own self-will.

Me 16 ^ 6V‘ Law Wilson, M.A., has published through 
¿U/,e srs' Clark a volume on The Theology of Modem Litera- 
Wec- We have not read it, and cannot say we mean to. But 
revpSee ,̂ rom ;l review in one of the newspapers that the 
a tf/ a  gentleman is sadly dissatisfied with the tone and 
tjjJ. uj~e °f many leading English writers. The worst of 
\V1 -r, cults is that they ignore religion altogether. Subjects 
are >< seem. to call f°r reference to the great topics of religion 
With Cxkat>ated on at great length by our modern authors 
Whi iaS, '̂t(;le allusion to Christ, and the divine revelation of 

C l be was the accreditedWr . —  liic awicuucu messenger, as if what they
bis a6] WaS wrbten B-C., instead of two thousand years after 

event.” The reverend gentleman has our sympathy.

in u non Courtenay Moore, M.A., true to his promise, tackles 
p j e Church Times Canon Cheyne’s recent work on the 
^¡aiins. But; a]¡ tjjat jle j oes ;s t0 set out, anj  accord a 
sj0 er circulation to, some of the more Rationalistic conclu- 
a j 1’* arrived at by his fellow cleric. That is not rendering 
is ,, assistance to the doctrine of inspiration. He says : “ It 
eve 0t llnR to Professor Cheyne that St. Paul, or St. Peter, or 
acta °ar Blessed Lord himself, declares the Messianic char- 
at an . a Psalm.” Neither should it be, when there is nothing 

ln the Psalms that refers specially to Christ.

0nT* °  declarations of Canon Cheyne will taste as acid drops 
th0 ,,le Palates of orthodox Churchmen: “ The narrative of 
scipnt'TEsm and the Temptation is not to be handled by the 
scene’ ’c historian. It is the attempt of disciples to imagine 
qq) s °f which their Master would never have talked ” (page 
sioñ » “ VVhat we, in harmless simplicity, call the Ascen-

VPage 108).

^ev. A. T . Bannister, M.A., writing in the Church 
that tl ’̂ . n*ts it is high time that the clergy faced the fact 
a SurHere' s a new criticism abroad, “ when a small child in 
ag0 . , ay-school will tell you, as one told me some little time 

* lease, sir, some people say the Bible is not all true.’ ”

s recent speech at Toynbee Hall contained the 
Was an'1̂  ,s*¡°ry> which provoked roars of laughter: “ There 
date forti University story of a certain gentleman, a candi- 
nation 1 ” °Y Orders, who was asked at his viva voce exami- 
bet\veen°t|V 16 cou'd account for the existence of divergencies 
b>Und i ,,e two genealogies of our Lord, which were to be 
*le thou?q ̂  • Gospels of St. Matthew and St. Luke— which 
°n all fo ^ d was conceded by theologians were not altogether
hide_The candidate replied with admirable prompti-
systeni__rti 'e was a first-class product of the examination 
Sa'd,the , at there were three reasons. In the first place, he 
faith \v]1*’ ene?fogics were for the confirmation of our Christian 

tdaP^pbey agreed; in the second place, they were for 
111 the th¡ ¿ “ Ur Christian faith where they disagreed ; and, 

™ Place, they were for the exercise of our Christian

ingenuity in reconciling them with one another. Probably 
that candidate was by this time a bishop.”

Another Temple of God has been burned to the ground 
while the Lord has been engaged in the interesting occupa
tion of watching the sparrows that fall. This time it is 
Oakleigh Park Church, near Whetstone, a North London 
suburb between Finchley and Barnet. The chapel was fully 
insured, but, as building materials are now selling at very 
high prices, a very considerable loss will fall on the church. 
The new chapel that will be built will, of course, be dedicated 
to the service of the Lord who calmly saw the old one hope
lessly consumed by the flames.

From St. Petersburg the information comes that in the 
township of Malo Uzenskava, in the province of Samara, 
the roof of the church fell on the congregation during the 
celebration of Mass. Nineteen persons were killed and eight 
severely injured, while about sixty were less seriously hurt. 
It is open to Mr. Kensit to “ point the moral and adorn the 
tale” in the way usual to Christian idiots.

A lay reader at Chatham, who had formerly been a trooper 
in the 7th Dragoon Guards, has been sentenced to three 
months’ hard labor for obtaining money by false pretences. 
He had been previously convicted, though accepted as a lay 
reader. Some reference which was made at the hearing of 
the case to an intrigue he had been carrying on with a young 
lady should be a caution to the female sex in regard to pious 
wolves in sheep clothing, of whom there are far too many 
prowling about.

Reviewing the recently-published biography of the late 
Archbishop of Canterbury, the Church Times quotes the 
following reported remark of Dr. Benson’s : “ It is plain 
enough to see the difference between worldliness and religion, 
but unbelief now wears a chasuble. I mean a vestment on 
which the -word ‘ religion ’ is joyously worn. And un
believers pretend that no one is religious except non-Chris
tians.”

A clerical writer in the. Church Gazette makes some rather 
strong observations on the “ ostrich-like policy” of ignoring 
in the pulpit questions arising out of the New Criticism, and 
now occupying the attention of ordinary readers. The 
clerics, he says, “ profess to avoid these questions lest they 
might disturb the settled convictions of the average layman. 
But these same laymen read at least the newspapers and the 
magazines. They do not ask their clergyman about these 
things, because they have an idea— well-founded or not is not 
here the question— that he knows little more of these things 
than they themselves do.”

One of the absurdities, and, from a religious point of view, 
one of the impieties, of the oath formality was strikingly 
exhibited the other day. An action between bakers at 
Kimpton, in Hertfordshire, for libel and slander came on 
for hearing in the Queen’s Bench. Amongst the documents 
put in was a sworn declaration which the defendant’s wife 
had extracted from her husband.

Almighty God was therein called upon to listen to the 
“ solemn oath ” of Henry B. Clark, baker, that he would 
not “ look after Gray’s wife opposite, either at the window 
or when standing in the brewery,” and that the said Henry 
B. Clark undertook “ in no way to have any communications 
or signs between myself and the aforesaid woman, so help me 
God.” Thus is God’s work cut out for him by his creatures !

Dr. Parker, in his own modest way, has undertaken to 
impart information to the Omniscient. He does so in a 
prayer, the major part of which consists of a statement of 
facts. These facts can hardly have escaped the All-wise, 
because they are in all the “ ha’penny evenings.” Perhaps 
Dr. Parker thinks they are more likely to be regarded as 
authentic in celestial regions when they are narrated by him. 
All the same, the orthodox idea is that they are the outcome 
of a Divine plan settled before the beginning of the world. 
He informs Almighty God that “ the land is in great distress, 
and many homes are overshadowed ; in uncounted hearts 
there is a great sense of loss, many brave men are dying,” 
and much more to the same purpose. All of which, as 
addressed to a Deity, goes without saying. But then, of 
course, Dr. Parker is not wasting his words on heaven. His 
rounded periods are prepared for the City Temple, and the 
pages of the British Weekly in which they are duly published, 
one can hardly think for the want of better matter.

Whilst Dr. Joseph Parker is instructing the Almighty 
what is best to be done under the varying circumstances ot 
each week, a namesake of his has been brought up at Leeds 
Police Court. This Joseph Parker plays up to the patronymic, 
for he informed the Stipendiary that he had received a com
mand from the Almighty. The Divine message to him was 
to beg. So, we may add, does Dr. Joseph Parker. The 
magisterial order was that the vagrant Joseph Parker should 
be medically examined.
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The marvellous unity amongst the believers in the Divine 
Message is well exemplified in the fact that four new 
dissenting sects were registered at Somerset House last year 
— the “ Baptist Brethren,” “ Church of God,” “ Hebrew Con- 
gregationalists,” and the “ Brotherhood Church.” These 
bring the total number of Nonconformist communities up to 
310—each believing that it, and it alone, has rightly inter
preted the so-called Revelation from on High.

Ira D. Sankcy, the singer, who used to be associated with 
Mr. Moody, is about to become an Evangelist on his own 
account. In the meantime Dr. Pentecost has been saying 
some particularly nasty things about Mr. Moody. He says : 
“ I have seen and known many of his friends cry with bitter 
pain of wounds inflicted by Mr. Moody’s treatment of them.” 
The Evangelist, according to Dr. Pentecost, availed himself 
of men whom, “ as soon as they ceased to be useful, or were in 
his way, he dropped and even flung away.” And he was “ at 
times brusque to the point of rudeness.”

Dr. Pentecost tells the following story of Moody. An 
usher in the Boston Tabernacle went to Moody and said : 
“ There is a man without who wishes to see you.” “ Well,” 
said Moody, “ I have no time to see him now.” “ But,” 
replied the usher, “ he says he must see you on very im
portant business.” “ What kind of man is he?” “ Oh, he 
is a tall, thin man, with long hair.” “ That settles it,” said 
Moody ; “ I don’t want to see any long-haired men or short- 
haired women.”

One who knew the late Dr. Martineau describes him as a 
lecturer who seemed entirely independent of notes. He recalls 
one lecture by Dr. Martineau, in which he discussed the date 
of St. Luke’s Gospel. He thought that none of the Gospels 
could have existed before 70 a . d . H 3 considered the question 
whether in an age that knew nothing of shorthand, print
ing, or publishing, the actual words could have been re
membered over a gap of forty years. “ I myself,” he said, 
“ was in Germany forty years ago, listening to brilliant 
lecturers and theologians. O f all their words I can now 
recall only a few pithy sayings.”

Mr. Silvester Horne is the minister of Alien-street Con
gregational Church, Kensington. It is a point in his favor 
that he eschews the “ Reverend.” The prefix is best left to 
sucking young curates who mostly seem to fancy it. But 
why should Mr. Silvester Horne make, as we read, “ a 
passionate protest against the idea that modern criticism 
has decreased the body of Christian belief.” A little storm in 
an Alien-street tea-cup doesn’t alter the fact. Even Con
gregationalism—which Mr. Horne regards as the height of 
Christian Church polity— may be decreased in bulk by the 
modern criticism which excites his ire. Mr. Horne himself 
may discard some of its doctrines, as he has abandoned the 
title of “ Reverend.” One steps leads to another.

Forty millions of people are reported as likely to be affected 
by famine in India, and twenty-one millions by scarcity. Lord 
Curzon feels himself unequal to deal with such a tremendous 
calamity. But what about the other Lord— the sparrow
watching Lord on High ? Where does he— or where w ill he 
— come in ?

The Christian Budget really has no sense of the ridiculous. 
One week it publishes an apology for imaginative statements, 
and pays the costs of a Yorkshire Colliery Company who had 
instituted proceedings against it for libel. Next week it 
inserts a letter from a correspondent, headed : “ Should 
Religious Journals Contain Fiction?” The writer, of course, 
refers to serials and storyettes, but the heading, read in the 
light of the C. B .’s recent little troubles, is amusingly 
ironical.

The correspondent’s answer to the question accentuates 
the irony. He says : “ No ; certainly not ! Fiction is lies, 
and lies have no business to be printed in the pages of a 
religious journal.” O f course they hadn’t ; but is not this a 
little rough on the editor? Happily he, poor man, seems too 
dense not to perceive an application of the words which must 
strike almost all the readers of his paper. Fie prints the letter 
like a lamb.

Now, if we were asked whether religious journals should 
contain fiction in the shape of serials and storyettes, we 
should answer in the negative, on the ground that such 
matter would be obviously superfluous. The ordinary 
columns contain, as a rule, quite enough fiction for the 
digestion of sensible people. The Christian Budget found 
that out the other week—and has had to pay for its newly- 
acquired knowledge. No, by all means let the religious 
journals, and especially the C. B ., confine themselves to 
what they believe to be fact. The effort will be a sufficient 
tax on their not over-abundant strength.

That old-fashioned paper, the Christian, evidently has no 
liking for serials in religious journals. In its latest issue it 
describes as a grave evil the “ mixed contents ” of modern 
magazines intended for Sunday reading. “ The Churches,” 
it says, “ are lamenting the dearth of Sunday-school teachers 
and helpers in lay spiritual work— and no wonder ! The appe
tite for thinly-disguised secular reading on the Sacred Day 
assuredly kills enthusiasm for ‘ abounding in the work of the 
Lord.’ ” ___

How sad ! And how melancholy also is the statement of 
the Rev. Dr. Barrett, that “ many young men in the ranks of 
the Free Churches, while remaining true to the traditions of 
their fathers, are, nevertheless, indifferent to everything con
nected with the Churches, though they can be enthusiastic 
enough about politics, literature, art, and business. In point 
of fact, there are no churches which are not gravely threatened 
by the world-spirit in one form or another.”

The Christian itself undesignedly furnishes the explanation 
of all this indifference. On another page it prints an article 
headed, “ Tired of God !”

In the same journal we read that the Rev. C. G. Marshal, 
of Tripatur, Southern India, has been asking, “ Are the 
heathen hungering for the Gospel ?” That sapient question 
he answers on the whole in the negative, and says that the 
news of salvation by Jesus Christ falls upon ears which are 
closed, upon hearts that make no response. Very encouraging, 
indeed, to the subscribers to foreign missions. Nowand then 
by accident the truth will slip out, even from the lips of mis
sionaries. The idea that the heathen ever hungered for the 
jumble of incredibilities and inconsistencies called the Gospel 
exists only in the imagination of Exeter Hall. They thirst, 
it is true, but it is mainly for the Christian rum.

Here is another lamentation from the religious camp. 
“ No Christian man,” says the Family Churchman, “ can 
open his eyes and not see that a new class has sprung up 
such as Christendom has never seen before—highly-cultured 
men, who explore the heights and depths of the universe 
seeking knowledge of its laws and forces, but who acknow
ledge no Divine will or purpose, contemptuous of theology, 
without any object of worship, confident in the boundless 
development of science, and boastful of the glorious future 
of humanity. The conspiracy against the doctrines of the 
Incarnation and Resurrection, revealed in the Quarterly 
Review of February last, is a case in point.”

With tears, the Family Churchman tells us that our 
cathedrals are being used for lectures. The Bishop of Ripon, 
for example, recently gave a lecture in a cathedral on Dante, 
and in a London church a set of sermons were announced 
upon a series of good men of modern times.

Well, now, what is there so very dreadful in this ? Is it 
not utilising these edifices in a most rational and beneficial 
manner ? Very probably the Bishop of Ripon’s lecture on 
Dante proved a thousand times more interesting and 
instructive than dozens of discourses previously delivered in 
that cathedral, or likely to be delivered therein hereafter.

Claude Wilson, a colored man, who came to this country 
from South Africa, was originally a carpenter by trade. 
There was nothing discreditable in this, jesus, we are led 
to believe, followed that occupation. But the colored man 
represented himself as an ordained clergyman of the Church 
of England, which was not the fact, any more than were 
some of the representations made by Jesus. Wilson also 
described himself as a missionary, come to collect funds for 
an iron church. On the strength of this, he contracted debts 
to the extent of ¿£2,000. This self-appointed laborer in the 
Lord’s vineyard has now been sent to work out his own 
salvation in prison for four months.

What an unctuous piety there is about the following puff 
by a tradesman of the sacramental wine he is prepared to 
sell : “ This wine,” he says, “ is prepared specially and solely 
for use at the Holy Communion. It is neither shipped nor 
sold for any other purpose.” _

How nice to know this when you sip it at the altar with 
your eyes turned up in holy ecstasy towards Heaven, like 
those of a duck in thunder. No possibility of its being used 
for base secular purposes. No opportunity for anyone to get 
tipsy on it. Burglars might break into the vestry and crack 
a bottle or two, only, however, to spit it out in disgust, for it 
is practically non-alcoholic. By the way, a pretty high price 
is charged for this very exclusive and sacred tipple. Pah ! 
the thought of it makes one sick.

She : “ People talk of Sunday being a day of rest, and yet 
look at the way the poor women have to work to get their 
husbands to go to church.” He : “ Yes, and yet look at the 
way the poor husbands have to work to get out of going.”
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, January 28, Secular Hall, Brunswlck-street, Glasgow : 
11 ■ 3°> “ The Bible Kaleidoscope” ; 2.30, “ Britishers and Boers: 
A Freethinker's View of the White War in South Africa ; 6.30, 

The Dream of God.”
February 4, Manchester.

To Correspondents.

Mr. C h a r t s  W a t t s ’s Lecturing E ngagements.—January 28, 
Alhenmum Hall, Tottenham Court-road, London. February 4, 
Sheffield ; 11, Bolton; 18, New Brompton ; 25, Glasgow ; 26, 
ijy’ And 28, Glasgow districts. March 4, Dundee; 11, Hudders- 
ksld. April 8, Camberwell.—All communications for Mr. Charles 
Watts should be sent to him at 24 Carminia-road, Balham, S.W. 

a reply is required, a stamped and addressed envelope must be
enclosed.

J* T horp.— Thanks for copy of the newspaper containing- 
y°ur daughter’s verses. They do her much credit, and will 
doubtless be of service to the Freethought cause by appearing 
ln such a journal.
S. S. Benevolent F und.— Miss E. M. Vance acknowledges :— 
arcel of useful clothing from Mrs. Daniel Baker.

Roberts.— If you, or any other member, choose to write to 
jhe N. S. S. Executive, asking it to join in the Conciliation 
lovement you refer to, we shall certainly not stand in the way 

dj its doing so. But the most pathetic appeals cannot possibly 
alter our judgment that nothing can be done now. We have 
n°t the slightest belief that the Boers will consent to peace, 
except on their own terms, until they are thoroughly beaten ; 
?r that the English will consent to any peace at all until they
have succeeded in thoroughly beating the Boers. What is the
Use of talking against a fever when it is raging ? Trying to 
prevent war is one thing ; trying to stop it is quite another. It 
seems to us, moreover, that the “ peace ” utterances of a man 
like Mr. Stead (and how will you muzzle him?) are calculated 
I® inflame the warlike temper of the nation. It is better to 
hold one’s tongue and sit still than to talk and act like that.
 ̂Early all this week’s correspondence stands over, in conse
quence of Mr. Foote’s absence in Scotland.

Papers R eceived.— Crescent— Freethought Ideal— Progressive 
Thinker— Ethical World—Secular Thought— Maldon G azette- 
boston Investigator— New York Public Opinion—Awakener of 
India—Newcastle Daily Leader— People’s Newspaper—Torch 
of Reason— El Libre Pensamiento— De Vrije Gedachte—Blue

-Secular Thought— Maldon Gazette 
I h* ** *“ vcsugaior— i\evv York Public Opinion—Awakener oi 

*a Newcastle Daily Leader— People’s Newspaper—Torch 
Beason— El Libre Pensamiento— De Vrije Gedachte—Blue 

Blade—Sydney Bulletin—Truthseeker— Isle of Man Times
-'Biberator.
Lonría^0na* Secular Society’s office is at No. 377 Strand, ...1 -1' 1 berpndon, 
Vance. where all letters should addressed to Miss

It b *emg contrary to Post-Office regulations to announce on the 
th a P̂er when the subscription expires, subscribers will receive 
du num êr *n a colored wrapper when their subscription is

nds who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
 ̂ Arking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

TuRE N otices must reach 28 Stonecutter-street by first post 
Uesday, or they will not be inserted, 

off; ^reethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
lQ,c >̂ P°st free, at the following rates, prepaid:—One year, 

^ • °d.; half year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2S. 8d.
2qTo.Rs for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

onecutter-street, London, E.C.
cuhRS ôr literature should be sent to Mr. R. Forder, 28 Stone- 

^ e r - s t r e e t ,  E.C.
Ce(fd0F A dvertisements :—Thirty words, is. 6d. ; every suc- 
4s. fid"8' ten worcls> 6d- Displayed Advertisements:—One inch, 
f0' '> half column, £1 2s. 6d.; column, £2 5s. Special terms

repetitions.

Sugar Plums.
Mr, 
on 
Judie,

So ° ? TE delivered three lectures for the Liverpool Branch 
nday. The weather was extremely wretched, and the 

Liv'e " Cef were not as large as Mr. Foote has been used to in 
gooj ^°° ’ The evening gathering, however, which was a 
fresij ?ne> a,nd most alert and enthusiastic, seemed to put 
desponY?6 j nt0 tke Committee, who were getting rather 
had to p nt *n consecluence of the many difficulties they have
efforts enr ^ .  an  ̂ tku inadequate success attending their 
LiVer ' All Societies have ups and downs, and we hope the 
■ hare p° “ fends will keep on working until things take a 
distanri{-VOra*3*e ham, as they are sure to in the not very 

tuture.

niRhtring the week Mr. Foote has been delivering week- 
'ecture,eC-l:Ures *n the Glasgow district. To-day (Jan. 28) he 
No donkJV Secular Hall, ' Brunswick-street, Glasgow,

t he will have good meetings.

Mr. Charles Watts lectured last Sunday evening in the 
Athenaeum Hall upon “ Can a Scientist be a Christian ?” His 
reasons for answering the question in the negative were 
enthusiastically applauded. Mr. W. Davidson presided. No 
opposition was offered. But Mr. Watts had unfortunately to 
encounter a strong opposition in the weather. From 6 o’clock 
until 8.30 the rain poured down in torrents. This, of course, 
affected the audience considerably.

This evening Mr. Watts again occupies the platform at 
the Athenaeum, taking for his subject “ Another Orthodox 
Surrender.” As this will be his last lecture in London until 
April next, Mr. Watts hopes to have a good muster of his 
friends.

Mr. Cohen lectures to-day, Sunday, the 28th, at Dundee, 
and on Monday and Tuesday evenings at Aberdeen.

A lecture of exceptional interest was delivered by Mr. 
Chilperic Edwards on Sunday last to the Westminster 
Secular Society, the subject dealt with being “ The Book of 
Daniel.” The lecturer displayed his customary keenness of 
criticism and his extended range of research. Several 
questions were asked at the conclusion, and the Secretary 
made an appeal for support in regard to a desirable change 
in the place of meeting.

The Edmonton Branch of the National Secular Society 
will hold a members’ meeting on Monday, the 29th inst., at 
8.30, at Mr. Brooks’, chemist, The Green, Lower Edmonton, 
when a balance-sheet will be submitted.

Mr. F. J. Gould’s article, entitled “ Begone, Dull Priest,” 
is reproduced from our columns in Secular Thought (Toronto).

Reynolds's Newspaper of last week contained the following 
notice of the Freethought Publishing Company’s new edition 
of the Mistakes of Moses: “ Those who have not read this 
work will ascertain for the first time what Biblical criticism 
means, the ordinary professors of religion— that is, those 
who make a living out of it— being too dull to comprehend, 
too ignorant to teach, or too hypocritically afraid to reveal 
the attitude of the greatest modern thought towards the 
Bible. Another special reason why this work should have 
an enormous sale at the present juncture is, that it deals 
with the Pentateuch, the five books of the Old Testament 
erroneously attributed to Moses, and in which the God of 
Hosts, at present being appealed to by the Jingo party in this 
country, reigns roughshod. If anyone, having read Colonel 
Ingersoll’s work, can still accept this Hebrew God of Battles 
as a divine being, we pity that person’s intellect.”

The Boers’ Piety and Morality.

I n the course of his last extended collecting tour Professor 
Henry Ward, of Rochester, the naturalist, who has recently 
returned to this country after wandering over a considerable 
portion of three continents, fell in with the Boers in South 
Africa, and had an opportunity of observing some of their 
customs, says the New York Sun. For a time Professor 
Ward was the guest of a Boer family of the Transvaal 
whose habitation was on the very edge of the veldt. Using 
this as his headquarters, he hiinted and collected with great 
success, and, as birds and animals which he wanted were as 
likely as not to stray into the front yard from the adjacent 
jungles, he kept his guns ready to hand in the front hall.

One fine afternoon he and his host were sitting on the 
broad porch, having been to church in the morning. The 
head of the family was puffing comfortably at his pipe, and 
the guest was watching curiously certain movements in the 
shrubbery a few rods away which indicated that some kind 
of animals were moving about there. The Boer was 
characteristically silent, and Professor Ward kept quiet 
because he didn’t want to alarm whatever creatures might 
be disporting themselves in the scrub. Presently a family 
of curious little animals frisked out into the open and began 
to play there. Professor Ward recognised them as the 
young of a species of coney of which he was anxious to 
secure specimens. He arose noiselessly, and started to 
reach for his gun, which stood just inside the open door, 
when the Boer, removing his pipe, asked what he was going 
to do.

“ 1 want one of those fellows,” said Professor Ward. 
“ They’re a rare species.”

“ No shooting to-day,” said the Boer, briefly, “ Sunday.”
“ But I only want one shot.”
“ If you fired a shot to-day, the neighbors would report it, 

and you would be in the town gaol before nightfall. We 
keep the Sabbath here.”

“ I’ll take the risk,” said Professor Ward, eagerly. “ I’ll
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go around to the other edge of the veldt, and shoot from 
there.”

“ Not as my guest,” replied the Boer, sternly. “ I will not 
countenance any such ungodliness.”

O f course, there was nothing for the guest to do but 
acquiesce, and hope for a return of the rare animals on a 
week day. Mentally he made a note for his journal regarding 
the strict and conscientious piety and morality of the Boers. 
A few moments later there was another flutter and scurry in 
the brush and the animals fled, their places being taken by a 
group of the young of the human species, very dark as to 
color, who tumbled and rolled about merrily on the lawn.

“ Who are those funny little chaps ?” asked Professor Ward 
of his host, who had lapsed into silence after the Sabbath- 
observing episode.

“ Some of mine, I suppose,” replied the Boer.
“ You don’t mean that you have slaves here?”
“ No,” said the Boer.
“ The children of some of your servants then?”
“ My children by some of my Kaffir concubines,” said the 

Boer, indifferently, and returned to his silence and his pipe.
Professor Ward was obliged to omit the “ morality ” entry 

from his journal about the Boer, and just set him down as 
“ pious.”

Over the Way.

O ver  the w ay o f your dream s, m y boy,
Are wondrous things for your eyes to see,

And wonderful paths to a world of joy,
And the marvellous land of the Ought-to-Be.

There is gold in the dust that your feet will tread, 
And diamonds gleam on the wayside grass,

And wreaths of laurel to grace your head 
Hang waiting to crown you as you pass.

There are marble castles and broad estates,
And servants to every wish fulfil,

And armored hosts at the castle gates 
Stand ready and eager to do your will.

There are living springs to renew your youth,
And dreamful shades for your least repose,

And breezes to fan you with love and truth,
And gardens that blossom like the rose.

There are wild woods ringing with songs of birds ;
There are sumptuous feasts where friends are met 

To greet you with tender and honest words,
And never a theme that you might regret.

Ah 1 over the way of your dreams it lies—
This land of the Ought-to-Be, so fair ;

This paradise of the cloudless skies,
Where the Best and Right are everywhere.

Your childhood lives in this happy land,
And the loved ones lost in the years ago 

In the glow of its glorious sunlight stand 
And tenderly beckon you there, I know.

What care if your present path is bleak,
And the shadows clutch at your garments’ hem ? 

It’s over the way that your soul must seek 
For the light that will ever banish them.

Just over the way of your dreams, my boy,
Are wondrous things for your eyes to see,

And wonderful paths to a world of joy
And the marvellous land of the Ought-to-Be.

— Chicago Record.

“ Bobs ” and God.

“ Last Sunday (the 14th inst.) Lord Roberts received some dis
patches in church, during service ; the service was suspended while 
he read than, and then resumed.”— Daily Mail.

L ord R oberts and the Lord of Hosts 
Conferred within a church,

When “ Bobs ” abruptly stopped, and left 
The latter in the lurch.

Lord “ Bobs,” it seems, received and read 
Advices from the State 

More urgent than advice from God,
So God was forced to wait.

Lords God and “ Bobs ” resumed their talk ;
They both are “ Men of W ar” ;

But God of Heav’n takes second place 
To “ Bobs ” of Kandahar.

G. L. M acken zie .

Rain-Gods.

A m o n g st  the earliest supplications addressed by our 
primitive progenitors to the gods were prayers for rain 
or for its cessation. That this should be so will be 
readily understood when we reflect how largely man in 
the earlier ages was dependent for his existence on the 
timely fall and the moderate duration of that which 
enabled him to enjoy the fruits of the earth. To him 
the perils o f drought or of inundation were, indeed, 
possibilities fraught with the gravest consequences, not 
merely to his comfort, but to his life. Hence the gods 
were always to be propitiated in this matter, and, in so 
far as events turned out to be favorable, so the praises 
of the ruling deities were sounded, and the policy of 
sacrifice and worship established. For all our boasted 
knowledge of the workings of Nature, we still retain 
to-day, and in our most civilised centres, the same old 
superstition ; and, however absurd it may seem to the 
rational mind, the gods are still supplicated for rain or 
for fine weather just as our necessities demand.

It is not surprising, of course, that in heathen lands 
the belief prevails that there is some sort of super
natural turncock who, if suitably approached, will meet 
the desires of his devotees. The idea implied in the 
appeals to him is that he is ignorant or inattentive to 
the exigencies of his worshippers, and needs a little 
w aking up. Or that he is angry with them from some 
cause or other, and wants a little “ soft soap ”  to 
bring him round. China, for instance, has been suffering 
for some time past from a drought which is causing the 
greatest anxiety and alarm amongst a large proportion 
of its myriads of inhabitants. A  lady— apparently the 
wife of a missionary— has just furnished the Christian 
World with an account of the dire extremity of the 
Flowery Land and the Imperial measures that have 
been taken in the emergency. The letter, though 
written in all good faith, is marked by a simplicity and 
a Christian self-complacency which, outside the religious 
world, must appear not a little amusing. The lady- 
correspondent translates into English the following 
decree issued by the Empress Dow ager :—

“ The recent drought in our empire has moved us to 
earnest prayer to High Heaven for showers to moisten 
the parched earth ; but, since these prayers have been 
unavailing, we fear we have in some way incurred the 
wrath of Heaven. Are the officials neglectful of our 
people’s welfare ? We command that the various depart
ments of Government instantly correct any abuses pre
vailing. Let all cases of long-standing litigation be 
speedily settled. Let strict attention be paid to the 
welfare of prisoners; all torture and other cruelty be 
repressed ; and all tampering with the official fund, which 
grants warm clothing to prisoners, severely punished. 
Let lenity be shown in the collection of taxes, since the 
drought has injured the people’s autumn crops. We 
trust that Heaven will consider our attempt to ameliorate 
the condition of the masses, and avert the disasters 
impending over the Empire.”

This decree, though founded on an absurd notion, 
may have some salutary effect on the departmental 
morality of the Empire. But, like all ethical injunctions 
based on superstitious belief, it is hardly likely to 
have a permanent beneficial influence. For, of course, 
when the “ wrath of Heaven ” seems by the desired 
downfall to have been appeased, the departments of the 
Government will return to their old abuses with renewed, 
perhaps increased, zest, until the time comes for another 
appeal to avert Imperial disaster. The Government 
officials will make these reforms in order to get the rain. 
W hen they have got the rain, there will be no further 
need for the reforms. The lady-missionary is loud in 
her praises of the manifesto, and suggests that “  surely 
our Christian England might learn a lesson in time of 
national calamity from such a publication as this.” 
This observation reminds us of the wonderful declara
tions of Canon Gore and other specially-informed men 
of God who recently saw in the reverses of the British 
troops a mark of Divine displeasure with our national 
sinfulness, instead of an evidence of bad generalship 
displayed in a remarkable want of tactical skill and 
preparation.

However, the lady-missionary’s approval of the mani
festo was doomed to be followed by severe disap
pointment. She supplies the sequel herself by quoting
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the following announcement which appeared, a few days 
later, in the Pekin G azette:—

“ The anxiety at the continued absence of rain is so 
great that the Governor of the Imperial Prefecture has 
been sent to Hantan to fetch the famous iron tablet kept 
111 the Dragon King temple there. This is the last 
resource when the prayers of the Imperial family prove 
unavailing.”

This iron tablet, which is 300 years old, is, it seems, kept 
ln a, w ell, and is supposed to possess rain-inducing 
magical power. The Imperial envoys have to travel 
Wo hundred and fifty miles to fetch it. That incidental 

mrcumstance goes rather to the support of the tablet’s 
Imputation. For -some time must necessarily be occupied 
111 the journey, during which the rain may, in the natural 
th 6r ° P th!ng s > feU i an£l the result may be put down to 

e tablet saving itself a journey by its prescience, 
tould the precious showers fail to fall before its 

ffrival, it is carried in procession with flags bearing 
‘ascriptions that “ prayer is offered for rain for the 
-R a tio n  of the people.”
1 jWlfe mingled commiseration and amusement, the 
th ^'missionary describes the ceremony which is gone 

rough with this sacred and magical tablet. No doubt, 
e whole thing is absurd ; but, somehow, when we 

ead of the tablet in China that is expected to work such 
tu°n . s> we are reminded of a magical wafer to which 

priests— especially the Romanist and Ritualist priests 
°t our own enlightened country attribute even still 

b eater powers. And then as to praying for rain, have 
e not in our own Book of Common Prayer the follow- 
g  supplicat;on ?—

“  F or  R ain .
O God, heavenly Father, who by thy Son Jesus Christ 

’ as promised to all them that seek thy kingdom and 
he righteousness thereof, all things necessary to their 
°dily sustenance : Send us, we beseech thee, in this our 

necessity, such moderate rain and showers that we may 
receive the fruits of the earth to our comfort and to thy 
mnor, through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.”

Intensely funny is the cautious suggestion to the 
¡9oriS*;l.arl fe°l that the rain should be “ moderate rain.” 
reck? no  ̂ betoken a fear that the Lord might, in his 
<jj  . e .s s  fashion, send an immoderate fall, and so 
ther*111̂  that would otherwise be done ? And
jp llee, ls s°me ground for such an apprehension. For 
0f , . a s  been so careless and neglectful of the comfort 

s creatures as not to send any rain until his wor- 
it-PtPers themselves compelled to call upon him for 
him t Wa^e him up, to prod him, and, as it were, bring 
len ° book— there is no knowing to what extravagant 
Sp . s he may go when aroused. Mark, too, the 
He ' luc ûcement held out to him to be compliant. 
Co ‘s told that if he is so it will be not only to “ our 
Use ° rli’ ' hut to “ thy honor.” Is not this, indeed— to 
Witha P wase of Mr. Foote'

g ua vengeance ? 
w[n re y> with our sacred wafer and its accompanying 
sUd ’ ar*d the miracle of transubstantiation which is 
thev ° Se<̂  t0 be worked in them and the eternal results 
prajj ar®. suPPosed to achieve— and with our set form of 
addr61- *°r ra‘n worded, for all the world, as if it were 
UiairiSSed to the Dragon K ing idol who guards the 
do\ynC tablet at Hantan— we are not entitled to look 
rate ° n ,e Chinese as being, in these matters at any 

> more ignorant and superstitious than ourselves.
% X.

:’s— “ coaxing the Alm ighty ”

Roman Catholic Statistics.

appear m , Catholic Directory' for 1900,” just issued, iU G m ci „ , 3-t there arp in m a  F Rrifaïn c»nr1 itcthere are in Great Britain and its colonies and
pendencies 173 Roman “Catholic Archbishops and Bishops 

A r l > , lding office. In England there are the Cardimd 
Seeiblsh°P of Westminster, fifteen Bishops of Suffr^an 
W r Wlth a Bish°P Coadjutor at Plymouth, and a Bishop 
b;su Iary at Westminster. In Scotland there are t\v 

mops and four Suffragan Sees. The number of clergy is 
O f71’. °f which 987 are members of religious communities, 
esu,jam bes, chapels, and stations there me L 854. the 
EnMate,d Catholic population of the United Kingdom is . 
!8oriand’ LSoo.ooo; Scotland, 365.°°°.; Ireland (.CenSUS,nd 
dei p” ,3.549.956- Including the colonies, possessions, and 
Em?vde" cies> the total Roman Catholic population of the 

pire »s 10,500,000.

Early English hreethought.

B y  t h e  L a t e  J. M. W h e e l e r .

( Continued from vol. x ix ., page 843.)

T h e  Oxford Reformers, who at the close of the fifteenth 
century imported the New Learning into England, were 
the first who made scholarly free inquiry possible. 
Erasmus, the incarnation of Humanism, the apostle of 
common sense, and the most cultivated scholar in his 
age, wrote his Praise o f Folly  in England, and by his 
teaching at Cambridge, and his communion with such 
men as John Colet, the founder of St. Paul’s Schools, 
and Sir Thomas More, did much to break down m edieval 
Christianity. The young K ing Henry V III. was little 
disposed to favor ecclesiastical pretensions. In 1513 
benefit of clergy was taken away— a prelude to the 
subsequent claim of the king to be supreme Head of 
the Church, and to the dissolution of the monasteries. 
More, in his youthful Utopia, had the boldness to leave 
the ascetic ideals of old, and outline an ideal common
wealth where every child should be properly educated, 
and where “  it should be lawful for every man to favor 
and follow what religion he would. ” Alas ! he departed 
from this ideal when he saw the results o f the Reforma
tion in the Peasants’ W ar and the vagaries of the Ana
baptists.

W illiam  Tyndale, whom Sir Thomas More calls “ a 
blasphemous fool,” did much by the publication of his 
translation of the Bible to fan the smouldering embers 
of Lollardry into a flame. Although his theology was 
of the darkest Augustinian character, his view of the 
sacramental dogmas was essentially broad English 
Puritan. “ As good,” he wrote, “ is the prayer of a 
cobbler as of a cardinal, and of a butcher as of a bishop; 
and the blessing of a baker that knoweth the truth is as 
good as the blessing of our most holy father the pope.”

The same spirit, yet more vigorous and broadly 
humanitarian, appears in Supplicacyon fo r  the Beggers, 
by Simon Fish. The clergy, he complains, possess 
half the realm, and do nothing for the commonwealth 
but advance profligacy of all kinds. “ T ye these holy 
idell theues [thieves] to the cartes to be whipped naked 
about euery market towne til they will fall to laboure.” 
Fish prudently kept abroad till assured of the king’s 
protection. Less fortunate was James Bainham, a 
barrister, who drew suspicion on himself by marrying 
the widow of Fish, who died in 1530. Soon after his 
marriage he was challenged to give an account of his 
faith. He was charged with denying transubstantiation, 
and with questioning the value of the confessional and 
“ the power of the keys.” It was further asserted that 
he had said he would as lief pray to Joan, his wife, as 
to our lady, and that he affirmed and believed that 
Christ was but a man. This he denied. He, however, 
admitted holding the horrible heresy that “ if a Turk, a 
Jew, or a Saracen do but trust in God and keep his law, 
he is a good Christian man.” He was imprisoned and 
racked in the Tow er by order of Sir Thomas More. 
Enfeebled by suffering, he abjured, but, recovering 
courage, took up his cross and was burnt as a relapsed 
heretic in 1532.

That with the spread of the Reformation appeared a 
spirit of Rationalism is evident from the speech of a 
member of Parliament in 1530 (given in the appendix 
to T. W . Rhys Davids’ Hibbert Lecture). Thomas 
Cromwell, a statesman who did services for England 
second only to those of his mighty namesake Oliver, 
was a latitudinarian of the broadest kind.

The dissolution of those haunts of idleness and vice, 
the monasteries, the dispersal o f the ill-gotten opulence 
of the clergy,* and the reduction of the spiritual aris
tocracy to that subordinate position in the Legislature 
with which they have ever since had to be content, 
marked the overthrow of mediaeval Christianity, with 
but little extension of the principles of toleration. 
By the Act 25 Henry V III. (1334) execution of ecclesi
astical sentences for heresy could not take place without

* The great mistake was in permitting the funds of the monas
teries to pass into the hands of the nobles instead of retaining 
them for schools. Wolsey, who with all his faults was a lover of 
culture, had begun to appropriate the endowments of some of the 
smaller houses to the encouragement of learning.
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the king’s warrant being first obtained. Availing them
selves of the supposed liberty, a number of the ferociously 
persecuted Anabaptists of Holland sought refuge in 
England. Their primitive Christianity, however, was 
of an anti-trinitarian and communistic cast. Stow 
informs us that on the 24th of November, 1538, four 
Anabaptists— three men and one woman— all bare 
faggots at Paul’s Cross ; and that on the 29th a man 
and a woman, Dutch Anabaptists, were “ brent” in 
Smithfield. Three more were burnt near Newington in 
the following year. No fewer than twenty-six Ana
baptists were burnt during this reign ; but whether for 
denying infant baptism, for impugning the Trinity, or 
simply on account of the odium arising from the affair 
at Munster, is uncertain. Be this as it may, their 
opinions were deemed so obnoxious that they were 
excepted from an A ct of grace passed in the year 
1 538-

Henry maintained the laws against heresy with equal 
vigor both before and after his quarrel with God’s vicar. 
After the Six Articles— the whip with six strings, as it 
was called— were promulgated, there might be seen the 
spectacle of Lutheran deniers of transmutation and 
Catholic deniers of the king’s supremacy dragged 
together for execution, with the nice distinction that 
Protestants were to be burnt and Catholics hung. For 
Henry remained a Catholic. A s a writer o f the period 
expressed it, the king “ had cast the devil out of this 
realm, yet both he and we sup of the broth in which the 
devil was sodden.”

The English Reformers, to a large extent, lost sight 
of the New Learning. They replaced the pope with the 
Bible. The change from Catholicism to Protestantism 
\yas but the shifting from one rigid scholastic creed to 
others equally rigid. Persecution had by no means 
made the persecuted tolerant. The notion that all the 
nation must be of one creed long prevailed. After the 
publication of the Act of Uniformity (1549) an incredible 
number of Anabaptists suffered death under Cranmer’s 
Commission. In the previous year John Assheton, a 
priest, had been forced to recant for denying the Trinity 
and the Divinity and Atonement of Christ. John 
Champneys, another priest, also recanted similar offences 
joined to Antinomianism. Am ongst the martyrs of this 
period must be noted Joan Boacher, who denies that 
Christ took flesh from his mother. W hen sentence is 
pronounced she tells her judges : “ It is not long since 
you burned Anne Askew  for a piece of bread, and now, 
forsooth, you will burn me for a piece of flesh.”  Y oung 
K ing Edward signs her death warrant with tears in his 
eyes, placing the responsibility on Cranmer. George 
van Parris, a Dutch surgeon and member of the Stranger 
Church, denies that Christ is God, and, refusing to recant, 
is burnt to death April 7, 1551.

The reaction and persecution under Mary only served 
to enlighten Englishmen to the true nature of Catholic 
rule. Cardinal Pole expressed its spirit in the declara
tion, “  There is no kind of men so pernicious to the 
commonwealth as these heretics b e ; there are no thieves, 
no murderers, no adulterers, nor no kind of treason to 
be compared to them, who, as it were, undermining the 
chief foundations of all commonwealths, which is religion, 
maketh an entry to all kinds of vices in the most heinous 
manner.” One of the first measures introduced was 
the banishment of all foreigners, in consequence of which 
such inquiring spirits as Bernard Ochinus and John a 
Lasco had to quit the country. No doubt amongst the 
two hundred and seventy-seven put to death in M ary’s 
short reign some exhibited advanced forms of heresy. 
W e know, for instance, that Patrick Patingham was 
burnt at U xbridge on a charge of Arianism. Am ongst 
heretics who escaped may be mentioned Christopher 
Viret, an antitrinitarian.

How devoted the clergy of the time were to their 
livings may be judged by the fact that at the accession 
of Elizabeth only one hundred and seventy-seven 
resigned out of a total of nearly ten thousand. Soon 
after that event Henry Niclas, of Amsterdam, came to 
England. Niclas, who believed himself to have a 
mission from God, was founder of a sect called the 
Family of Love. The Familists sprang from the Ana
baptists, and shared in many of their views. They, 
however, had no sacraments. Their only baptism and 
communion was a baptism and communion of the spirit. 
Their doctrines were so spiritualised that it is supposed

they denied the historical statements of the New T esta
ment. They admitted no Trinity. The crucifixion of 
Christ was crucifying “ the old m an ” ; the resurrection, 
our rising to newness of life. Angels and devils were 
good and bad men with their virtues and vices. The 
seven devils which possessed Mary Magdalene were the 
seven deadly sins. Heaven and hell are in this world. 
The Familists are interesting by their abandonment of 
the religion of the letter, and as the progenitors of the 
Quakers, Seekers, and Mystics. The works of Niclas 
were translated from Dutch into English, but were 
burned by the common hangman, and are very scarce.

At this time poor crazy Robert Browne, the father of 
the Congregationalists, was preaching against the 
appointment of ministers by bishops. He boasted that 
“ he had been committed to thirty-two prisons, and in 
some of them he could not see his hand at noonday.” 
Browne denied that it belonged to m agistrates “ to com- 
pell religion, to plant churches by power, and to force 
submission to ecclesiasticall gouernment by lawes and 
penalties.” His protest was taken up by Barrowe, 
Penry, Copping, Thacker, Greenwood, and Dennis, all 
o f whom were executed for heresy under Elizabeth, as 
well as various Anabaptists.

( To be concluded. )

Attempt to Murder Mr. Joseph Symes.

We extract the following account from the Melbourne Liberator 
of a murderous attack on Mr. Joseph Symes. It is hardly 
necessary to say that our gallant co-worker at the Antipodes 
has our sincerest sympathy in this latest display of Christian 
violence, of which he has unhappily been made the victim. 
Mr. Symes says :—

“ On Saturday last, a little after five, I was just against 
the door, 19 Bourke-street, looking for my little daughter, 
when some perfect stranger, whom I did not see till it was 
too late, struck me a murderous blow across the left side of 
my face and head. What had happened I hardly knew, for I 
was stunned and nearly felled by the blow. The weapon 
used, as I by-and-bye saw, was like the handle of a very 
thick riding-whip, and the big end, with which I was struck, 
must have been loaded. I am told by a witness that I was 
struck several times. There were several men around within 
a few yards who must have been in league or sympathy with 
my assailant, who ran away, though he might easily have 
been seized by the bystanders. I called for the police, but 
there was none in sight, and I was far too helpless to arrest 
the man myself, not to mention running after him. It is 
certain the fellow is not a personal enemy, for to me he was 
an absolute stranger. It was not any personal feeling that 
prompted the attack.

“ Only a few days previously a well-known Papist, referring 
to my article on Carr a fortnight ago, said emphatically : ‘ I 
wonder you’re alive !’ His words can have but one interpreta
tion— he wondered the Papists did not assassinate me.

“ The attack, coming so soon after, speaks for itself. 
Besides, we have had the Papists making rows and disturb
ances at our Hall, breaking the windows, etc. And no one 
can doubt that the would-be assassin in this case was one of 
Carr’s gentle lambs. In all ages the priests’ tools and pupils 
have been remarkable for nothing more than they have been 
for assassinations. Italy, the home of Popery, was always 
the land of assassination while the priests ruled there. So it 
was in Roman Catholic France, Spain, Ireland.

“ Papists cannot reason ; they are forbidden to. The only 
reasoning they are experts in is the dungeon, the fetter, the 
torture-chamber, the stake, and cold-blooded murder. Such 
are the prime fruits of Carr’s gospel. But what do they hope 
to gain ? If I am murdered, everyone will know that Carr 
and Co. have murdered me. That may commifid and glorify 
them at Rome, but it will show other people how black and 
diabolical Popery is.

“ I am doing my duty to the public in exposing Popery I 
and, instead of being deterred by murderous attacks and 
outrage, I shall naturally be .spurred on to do more as long 
as I am able. They may- kill me, but the demons cannot 
kill the truths I have published respecting them. Those are 
beyond their reach and beyond their malice. If the sneaking, 
cowardly devils murder me, a hundred other good men and 
true will expose and denounce their murder-gospel and their 
horrid practices. I was quite unfit to lecture on Sunday night 
last, but intend to deliver the lecture announced next Sunday 
night.

“ I must once more say that if Melbourne Freethinkers were 
true to their colors, and did their duty to the only man who 
ever risked anything for them, Carr and Co. would have a 
very wholesome dread of employing such Popish arguments 
against us. But Melbourne Freethinkers are apathetic and 
cowardly for the greater part, and I have to struggle alone. 
That the Papists will yet murder me is probable. But, pray.
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do not forget that I foresaw it ; do not forget the real 
murderers—the priests. They have revelled in murder for 
hundreds of years, and nourished upon it. Yet Protestants 
are fooled by their seeming gentleness and Jesuitical cunning. 
The villains would roast every Protestant in Melbourne, if 
they had the power, as readily as they would assault and 
murder me. Still, Protestants do not see that 1 am fighting 
their battle for them ! They do not see that if Carr and Co. 
Rained the upperhand again they would soon repeat the 
Massacre of St. Bartholomew in a thousand places, and 
re-light the fires of Smithfield. Men of education who are 
blind to this deserve to be set upon. I don’t.”

Later information is to the effect that a warrant was taken 
out for the apprehension of Mr. Symes’s assailant. The 
doctor has forbidden the patient all mental work, as he is 
suffering from congestion of the brain.

This news is the more melancholy from the fact that in the 
same issue of the Liberator Mr. Symes had written cheerily 

his hoped-for visit to England. He quotes several notes 
on the subject from the Freethinker, and, writing of Mr. 
Foote, says : “ I beg to thank my old friend for his very 
kindly references to myself. As to the trustee difficulty, I am 
glad to find that our English friends have done what I tried 
to do here— incorporate their Society. Unfortunately our 
trustees here were in possession before my arrival, and they 
and their creatures defeated every attempt to secure the 
members against their giant rascality. But in the present 
case we have no trustees.”

Mr. Symes adds: “ If a lecturer could slip over from 
England, I might, after all, get my trip. But there seems no 
Prospect of that.” English Freethinkers will cordially join 
m the hope that Mr. Symes’s injuries in the brutal attack 
above described will not place another obstacle in the way of 
ms visit to this country.

The Incarnation Explained.

'OR my present treatment of the familiar incidents recounted 
elow I am able to plead extenuating circumstances. These 
re—the Christmas season now at hand, and a surprising 
jscovery just made public. The season renders the discus- 
10n tjmely, while the discovery appears to me to make it 

unavoidable. The opening sketch is written in the hope of 
excuing the reader’s interest in the argument that follows, 
nd I have entitled it

A JUDEAN I DAT.
I.

On an autumn day in the year of our Lord o, which is the 
Period added to our era by his holiness Pope Leo XIII., in 

rderto make 1899 the closing year of this century, a young 
°man with a Hebrew cast of countenance might have been 
■ scovered, about milking time, walking slowly down the trail 
. “ ie rear of a house in the suburbs of Jerusalem. She had a 

Pjtcher in her hand, which it was evidently her purpose to re- 
P enish at a near-by spring or well ; for her father supplied the 
, ?‘ghborhood with milk, and, in her humble way, she helped 

'm to fill the cans. At the time of which we write this mode 
life was new to her, as she had been reared at the temple 

n town, where she contributed to the support of the priests, 
Ou fulfiuccj hgj. reiig;ous obligations by complying with the 
stom then in vogue. A certain exuberance of person 

J.°'.nied to the probable cause of her leaving the temple and 
q lring  to this sequestered locality, while a noticeable dejec- 
of n countenance bespoke a mind not wholly at ease, and 
causfe °h 'ler state ° f  health might be assigned as a possible

ha^S i1''6 ma*d moved towards the spring a listener would 
11 ~ e heard her remark, with a trace of irony in her voice : 
Ch 'ere 's SfoingT to be a rather unique decoration on the 
0c nsimas tree at our house this year. Perchance the festal 
To m1Cm cou^  he more accurately quoted as a surprise party.” 
thi k°.se who have not at once divined the subtle meaning of 
si s “fief soliloquy, as well as the rest of the situation, its 

gnmcance will be made apparent as our narrative unfolds, 
she b°Û  ^ere a shadow fed upon her path, apprising her that 
terpT^u no l°ng er alone, when, raising her eyes, they encoun- 
tlie  ̂ 1 los.e ° f  a person in a garb of a priest; then she dropped 
strom. "  hile a blush suffused her cheek. “ There must be a 
k’ond  ̂ w‘ncl blowing down the pike,” she murmured ; “ I 
saiJ » r where that guy came from, and if he heard what I 
conv dispensing with preliminaries, the stranger opened 
«Geef,sat!on somewhat brusquely in the following words: 
l0o] ntfe damsel, you are especially favored. I refer to your 

AtS-,yhich are shortly to be transmitted to a son.” 
than significant language the girl (for she was little more 
her that) appeared momentarily confused ; but, recovering 
beSpC°lriPosure, she replied with dignity : “ Sir, your vesture 

• S t*le man God, but,” she went on, her words 
Rie lnng  emphasis as they followed one another, “ if you offer 
the An ,̂I’1.ore of your blarney, your head, though you were 
shortl 1°1S*101’  0 St. Paul, and the chum of McKinley, shall 
d efq /^ A k e  the acquaintance of my pitcher.” And she 

\yj..s 'ffted the utensil to her right hand.
tout seeming to notice her play, but at the same time

measuring her reach with a practised eye, the stranger, in 
the figurative language of the orient, loftly rejoined, “ What 
I am telling you is on the level.” The girl paused. “ On the 
dead?” she inquired. “ Yes,” he responded, “ it is on the 
dead.” She at once abandoned her contemplated bluff, and, 
as her hostile attitude changed to one of reflection, “ All is 
discovered,” she said to herself, and then aloud, with some 
spirit, “ Will you condescend to inform me what a decent girl, 
just married, and not yet taken home by her husband, has to 
do with transmitting family characters ?” For it was true 
that her marriage to Joseph had taken place some time since, 
and that her parents insisted upon her remaining with them 
until Joseph should have paid at least the first instalment 
upon the furniture.

The priest (who was from the temple) ignored her appeal 
to the doctrine of descent, and replied : “ Your marriage is 
not to be considered in this connection, since the father of the 
son to whom you are destined to do the maternal has the 
distinction to be the Holy Ghost.” Observing upon her 
countenance a look of incredulity, he hastened to add, “ The 
game has been successfully worked before,” and he contracted 
the nictatory muscles of his left eyelid in such a manner as to 
produce a wink.

The light which broke upon the mind of the young woman 
displayed itself exteriorly. “ Ah,” she exclaimed, “ that lets 
me out.” “ Yes,” he said, calmly, “ that affords you an exit. 
Just go ahead, and give Israel the surprise party of which 
I heard you speak. There may be some talk among the 
neighbors, but you will be vindicated by the biologists of 
future generations. Ta-ta.” “ So long,” she answered gaily ; 
and, as the stranger departed by the way he had approached, 
she filled her pitcher and went home. There she found her 
father, the venerable Joachim, waiting for her by an open 
milk-can, the cover of which he retained in his hand, while 
he dilated upon her deferred appearance with the water in 
such objurgatory terms as the Syriac patois afforded him 
withal.

II.
Professor Jacques Loeb, of the University of Chicago, 

Illinois, announces through the Neiv York Herald that, by 
chemical means, he has succeeded in hatching the unfertilised 
eggs of marine animals ; that he has developed the larvae so 
hatched into healthy animals, capable of exercising all the 
functions of normally-developed animals ; and that, by a 
series of experiments with sodium or magnesium, he is led 
to believe this can be done with mammalians, including the 
human species.

III.
The relation between Parts I. and II. of this narrative is 

easily elucidated. Sacred history records, as several readers 
may remember, the nativity of an infant about whose paternity 
there was, and is yet, a vast difference of opinion. The 
mother of the child permitted the report to go abroad that 
the father of the child was not the man to whom she stood in 
the proportion of better half; but the husband was satisfied 
of her fidelity. Thus the situation developes a mystery, and 
for many hundreds of years three contradictory propositions 
have been urged and defended with whatever spiritual or 
carnal weapon the proponent could summon to his mental 
or physical flipper. It has been held (1) that the child’s 
father was God ; (2) that he was some person unknown ; 
(3) that the child is a myth. The first hypothesis is not 
borne out by observation or biological experience ; the second 
is excluded by the fact that the husband, who is described as 
a just man, began no action for divorce ; and the third upsets 
the whole business ; for myths are not born of woman, nor 
would the having of a myth baby make it necessary for 
the mother to undergo the ceremonial operation spoken of in 
Luke ii. 22.

In the midst of these perplexities, how like an inspiration 
seems the invention of Professor Loeb— an invention that, to 
the religious world, should make the discovery of the missing 
link look like thirty cents in coppers. Other Bible miracles 
have been reconciled by the ingenuity of the theologians to 
the discoveries of the men of science, but this one has always 
been refractory. If it be objected that Professor Loeb’s 
process was unknown at the time in question, and hence 
does not explain Mary’s problem, we can only ask how any
body can be sure of that. It is not, and never could have 
been, a popular system ; in the first place, artificial fertilisa
tion is not needed except as a solvent of the mystery under 
discussion ; and, in the second place, the process is hardly 
more attractive than a formula for inducing dyspepsia without 
eating pie ; for parentage, like indigestion, is secondary to 
the appetite which prompts us to incur its pains. For these 
reasons the possibilities of sodium and magnesium, though 
well known, may easily have been neglected, and, in the 
course of centuries, forgotten altogether.

If you wait long enough, something is bound tc happen to 
enliven with a streak of humor a story that, while having all 
the elements of the absurd, possesses yet other qualities which 
forbid us to receive it with unrestrained hilarity.

— Truthseeker (N ew  Y o rk). G eo . E. M acdo n ald .

Smith : “ What made you stop going to church?” Jones : 
“ Oh, I went out of business.”
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC. Works by the late R. G. Ingersoll.
[Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday, 

and be marked ‘ ‘ lecture Notice,”  i f  not sent on post-card.]
LONDON.

T he A thenaeum H all  (73 Tottenham Court-road, W.) : 7.30, 
C. Watts, “ Another Orthodox Surrender.”

C am berw ell (North Camberwell Hall, 61 New Church-road): 
7.30, G. Standrirg, “ Christianity and Social Progress.”

North  London E thical So ciety  (Leighton Hall, Leighton- 
crescent, Kentish Town): 7, Joseph McCabe, “ Ethics as a Basis 
of Social Authority.”

South  London E thical Society  (Masonic Hall, Camberwell 
New-road): 7, Professor Carl Barnes, " Educational Forces at 
Work in America.”

W est London Eth ical So ciety  (Royal Palace Hotel, High- 
street, Kensington, W .): 11, H. Snell.

COUNTRY.
B elfast  E th ical Society  (York-street Lecture Hall, 69 York- 

street): 3.45, J. F. Shone, “ Wanted, a New Morality.”
B irmingham B ranch (Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms): 

F. J. Gould— 11, “ Voltaire”; 7, “ The Religion of the First Chris
tians.”

C hatham S ecular Society (Queen’s-road, New Brompton) : 
2.45, Sunday School; 7, Vocal, Instrumental, and Dramatic
Entertainment— “ Boots at the Swan.”

E dinburgh (Moulders’ Hall, 105 High-street): 6.30, Burns’ 
Night— lantern views of the land of Burns ; recitations, etc.

G lasgow  (iio  Brunswick-street): G. W. Foote— 11.30, “ The 
Bible Kaleidoscope” ; 2.30, “ Britishers and Boers: A Freethinker’s 
View of the White War in South Africa ” ; 6.30, “ Dream of God.” 

H uddersfield  (No. 5 of Friendly and Trades' Club, Northum- 
berland-street): R. Law— 3.30, “ Man’s Great Antiquity ”; 6.45, 
“ Kent’s Cavern in Relation to pre-Adamite Man.”

L iverpool (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square): 7, Mr. Cox. 
Manchester S ecular Hall (Rusholme-road, All Saints): 

W. Simpson, “ How War Affects Working Men.”
N ew castle-on-T yne (1 Grainger-street): 3, Members’ Meeting. 
Portii B ranch (29 Middle-street, Pontypridd) : 6, A Meeting. 
Sh effield  S ecular Society  (Hall of Science, Rockingham- 

street): 7, Extra Pleasant Sunday Evening— special selection of 
Vocal and Instrumental Music, Recitations, etc. Collection for 
local hospitals. Wednesday, January 31. Soiree and Ball in 
honor of Thomas Paine’s birthday. Tea at 5.30.

South Shields (Captain Duncan's Navigation Schools, Market
place) : 7, A Reading.

T he H ouse  of D ea th . 
Funeral Orations and Ad
dresses. Handsomely printed 
and bound, is.

T he D e v il . 6d. 
S u perstition . 6d.
D efence of  F reetiiought. 

A Five Hours’ Speech at the 
Trial of C. B. Reynolds for 
Blasphemy. 6d. 

S h ak espear e . 6d.
T he G o d s. 6d.
T he H o l y  B ible . 6d.
R e p l y  to  G lad sto n e . With 

an Introduction by G. W. 
Foote. 4d.

R ome or  R eason  ? A Reply 
to Cardinal Manning. 4d.

C rimes a g a in st  C rim inals.
3d.

O ration  on W a lt  W hitman.
3d.

O ration  on V o ltaire . 3d. 
A braham  L incoln. 3d. 
P ain e  th e  P ioneer. 2d. 
H u m an ity ’s  D ebt  to  T homas 
. Paine. 2d.

E rnest R enan  and  J esus 
C hrist. 2d.

T rue R eligio n . 2d.
T hree P h ilan th ropists. 2d. 
L o ve  the R edeemer. 2d.

W hat is R eligion  ? 2d.
Is S uicide a  S in ? 2d.
L a st  W ords on S uicide. 2d. 
G od  and  th e  S t a t e . 2d. 
W hy  am I an  A g n o stic? 

Part I. 2d.
W hy  am I an  A g n o stic? 

Part II. 2d.
F aith  and  F a c t . R eply to 

Dr. Field. 2d.
G od and  M a n . Second reply 

to Dr. Field. 2d.
T he D ying  C reed. 2d.
T he L imits of T oleration . 

A Discussion with the Hon. 
F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. 
Woodford. 2d.

H ousehold  of F a it h . 2d. 
A rt a n d  M o r a lity . 2d.
D o  I B laspheme ? 2d.
T he C lergy  and  C ommon 

S ense. 2d.
S ocial S a lv a t io n . 2d. 
M arriage  and  D ivorce . 2d. 
S k u l ls . 2d.
T he G reat M ista ke , id . 
L ive T o pics, id.
M yth  and  M iracle , id . 
R eal  B lasph em y , id . 
R epairing  th e  Id o ls, id. 
C hrist and  M ir ac les, id. 
C reeds and  S pir itu a lity , id.

London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited. 
Agent : R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.FLOWERS OF FREETHOUGHT

BY

G . W . Foote.Lecturers’ Engagements.
C. C ohen, 17 Osborne-road, High-road, Leyton.—January 2S, 

Dundee; 29 and 30, Aberdeen. February 4, Glasgow; 11, 
Stanley; 25, Manchester. March 4, Porth, South Wales.

H. P ercy W ard, 2 Leamington-place, George-street, Balsall 
Heath, Birmingham. —February 4, Birmingham ; 25, Birmingham. 
March 11, Sheffield; 18, Birmingham. April 1, Glasgow; 8, 
Birmingham ; 29, Birmingham.

POSITIVISM.
11Reorganisation, without god or hing, by the systematic 

■ worship of Humanity.”
Information and publications on the Religion of Humanity 

may be obtained free on application to the Church of 
Humanity, Newcastle-on-Tyne.

THE BEST BOOK
ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM IS, I BELIEVE,TRUE MORALITY, or THE THEORY AND PRACTICE OF NEO-MALTHUSIANISM.
By J. R. HOLMES, M.M.L., M.V.S., M.N.S.S.

z6o pages, with portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettered. 
Price is., post free.

In order to bring the information within the reach of the poor, the 
most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet of 112 
pages at one pen n y , post free 2d. Copies of the pamphlet for 
distribution is. a dozen post free.

The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says : “  Mr.
Holmes' pamphlet...... is an almost unexceptional statement of the
Neo-Malthusian theory and practice...... and throughout appeals
to moral feeling...... The special value of Mr. Holmes’ service to
the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human well-being generally is 
just his combination in his pamphlet of a plain statement of the 
physical and moral need for family limitation with a plain account 
of the means by which it can be secured, and an offer to all con
cerned of the requisites at the lowest possible prices.”

The Council of the Malthusian League, Dr. Drysdale, Dr. 
Allbutt, and others, have also spoken of it in very high terms.

The trade supplied by R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, London, 
E.C. Other orders should be sent to the author,

HOLMES, HANNEY, WANTAGE, BERKS.

Second Series (eloth), 2s. 6d.
C o n ten ts  :— Luscious Piety—The Jewish Sabbath— God’s Day 

— professor Stokes on Immortality— Paul Bert— Converting a 
Corpse— Bradlaugh’s Ghost— Christ and Brotherhood— The Sons 
of God— Melchizedek— S’w’elp me God— Infidel Homes— Are 
Atheists Cruel ?—Are Atheists Wicked ?—Rain Doctors— Pious 
Puerilities—  ” Thus saith the Lord ”— Believe or be Damned— 
Christian Charity— Religion and Money— Clotted Bosh— Lord 
Bacon on Atheism—Christianity and Slavery— Christ Up to Date 
— Secularism and Christianity— Altar and Throne— Martin Luther 
— The Praise of Folly— A Lost Soul— Happy in Hell— The Act of 
God— Keir Hardie on Christ— Blessed be ye Poor— Converted 
Infidels— Mrs. Booth’s Ghost—Talmage on the Bible— Mrs. 
Besant on Death and After— The Poets and Liberal Theology— 
Christianity and Labor— Duelling—An Easter E gg for Christians 
— Down among the Dead Men— Smirching a Hero— Kit Marlowe 
and Jesus Christ—Jehovah the Ripper— The Parson’s Living 
Wage— Did Bradlaugh Backslide ? —  Frederic Harrison on 
Atheism— Save the Bible !— Forgive and Forget— The Star of 
Bethlehem— The Great Ghost— Atheism and the French Revolu- 
tion— Piggottism—Jesus at the Derby— Atheist Murderers—A 
Religion for Eunuchs— Rose-Water Religion.

London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited.
Agent : R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Thwaites’ Liver Pills.

The Best Family Medicine in the World. Will cure Liver» 
Kidney, and all Stomach Diseases effectually.

Good for Heart Troubles and Cardiac Complaints, Female 
Ailments, Anaemia, etc. is. ij^d. and 2s. gd. per box. Post 
free, 14 or 33 stamps. Directions with each box.G. THWAITES, Herbalist, Stockton-on-Tees.
STANTON, the People’s Dentist, 335 Strand (opposite Somerset 

House).— TEETH on VULCANITE, 2s. 6d, each; upper °c 
lower set, £ 1 . Best Quality, 4s. each; upper or lower, £ 2' 
Completed in four hours when required ; repairing or alterations 
in two hours. If you pay more than the above, they are fancy 
charges. Teeth on platinum, 7s. 6d. each ; on 18 ct. gold, 15s. > 
stopping, 2s. 6d. ; extraction, is. ; painless by gas, 5s.



January 28, igoo. T H E  F R E E T H IN K E R . 63

In stout paper covers, is.; cloth, 2s.

THE

BOOH OF GOD
In the Light of the Higher Criticism.

With Special Reference to D ean  F a r r a r ’s New Apology.

B y  G. W. F O O T E .

Contents:— Introduction—The Bible Canon—The Bible and 
Science —  Miracles and Witchcraft— The Bible and Free- 
bought— Morals and Manners— Political and Social Progress 
■ ~Inspiration— The Testimony of Jesus—The Bible and the 
Cliurchof England— An Oriental Book— Fictitious Supremacy.

sh  ̂ lav.e read with great pleasure your Book of God. You have 
t|0 Wn with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farrar’s posi- 
b . * congratulate you on your book. It will do great good, 

-cause it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force and 
oeauty. R, 0. Ingersoll.
0f volume we strongly recommend......Ought to be in the hands

i?Y?ry earnest and sincere inquirer."— Reynolds's Newspaper. 
the f r Foote takes the Dean’s eloquence to pieces, and grinds 
1 ' ra5i nients to powder. His style, as a whole, is characterised 
/ a masculine honesty and clearness.”—Ethical World.

anal • ,.s^ e a*- once incisive, logical, and vivacious....... Keen
r_ : MS and sometimes cutting sarcasm......More interesting than
m?,1 novels.1"-Literary Guide.
He ^oote *s a good writer—as good as there is anywhere. 
0n Possesses an excellent literary style, and what he has to say 

any subject is sure to be interesting and improving. His 
answers fully justifies the purpose for

”T .aoy subject is sure to be interesting and improving. His 
'.‘orsm °f Dean Farrar’s answers fully justifies 
"ch it was written."— Truthseeker (New York).

’shed for the Freethought Publishing Company, Limited, by 
R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, London, E.C.

Publi

Now Ready.t h e  h o u s e  o f  d e a t h .
B eing Funeral Orations, Addresses, etc.

By COLONEL INGEPSOLL.
P itifu lly  Printed , Fine Thick Paper and Handsomely Bound.

ft onlents :■— Speech at Walt Whitman’s Burial— Tribute to 
to Rnry Ward Beecher— Tribute toCourtlandt Palmer— Tribute 
t0 ,..<?scoe Conklin— In Memory of Abrabam Lincoln— Tribute 
]u ' ,ZUr Wright— Address at Horace Seaver’s Grave— Mrs.

H. Fiske— Tribute to Richard IT. Whiting— Mrs. Ida 
TrUAln  ̂ Knowles— At the Grave of Benjamin W. Parker— 
At1|lUteto Kev. Alexander Clark— Death of John G. Mills— 
_ r J e Grave of Ebon C. Ingersoll— Death of Thomas Paine 
the Ca 1 °. Voltaire— At the Tomb of Napoleon— Heroes of 
I) *i,mer'lcan War— At a Child’s Grave— Through Life to 

h— Death of the Aged— If Death Ends All.

P R IC E  ONE SH IL LIN G .

'shed for the Freethought Publishing Company, Limited, by 
R- Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, London, E.C.

Publi
lr ic e 2d., by post 3d.; yearly subscription (including Supple

ments), 2s. 8d.

the literary guide
AND RATIONALIST REVIEW.

T he F ebruary N umber C o n t a in s:—

God First.” By G. Dawson Baker.
1 Philosophic Meaning of the Ritualist Movement. Bj 

Alexander Sutherland, M.A.
a ^ Struggle with Supematuralism. By W. B. Columbine.
S . table Translation.3 C i A n * : rbc>entific Morals.
“ .p'r'ack’s Seventh Volume.

Hunk of thy Bright Robe.” 
f  h.e Wisest of Men.

11 the Work of Cerinthus ? 
iyandom Jottings.
Mommsen as a Thinker. By J. M. Robertson.
£‘krns and Warnings (gleaned from lhe Religious Press).
Rationalism »•'- ’ohort ‘

bond

-0- —;----uahsm in the Magazines.
Notices ; Correspondence.

°n : Watts & Co., 17 Johnson’s-court, Fleet-street, E.C.

F r e e th o u g h t  W o rk s .

Suicide. By David Hume. A powerful essay, first published 
after the author’s death, and not Included in ordinary editions 
of his writings. 2d.

Letters to the Clergy. By G. W. Foote. Subjects Creation 
— The Believing Thief on the Cross—The Atonement—Old 
Testament Morality— Inspiration— Credentials of the Gospel— 
Miracles— Prayer. 128 pp., is.

Flowers Of Freethought. (First Series.) By G. W. Foote.
Fifty-one essays on a variety of F'reethought topics. 214 pp., 
cloth, 2s. 6d.

Flowers Of Freethought. (Second Series.) By G. W. Foote. 
Fifty-eight essays on a further variety of Freethought topics. 
302 pp., cloth, 2s. 6d.— These two volumes of Flowers form 
together a complete Garden of Freethought. Every aspect of 
Reason and Faith is treated somewhere, and always in a popular 
style. Contains much of the author’s best writing.

John Morley as a  Freethinker. By G. W. Foote. Valuable 
references to Mr. Morley’s writings. Good for Freethinkers to 
read first, and then lend to their Christian friends. 2d.

Is Socialism Sound ? Four Nights’ Public Debate between 
G. W. I'oote and Annie Besant. Verbatim, and revised by 
both disputants, is.; superior edition in cloth, 2s,

The Sign Of the Cross. A Candid Criticism of Mr. Wilson 
Barrett's Play, showing its gross partiality and its ridiculous 
historic inaccuracy, with special reference to the (probably) 
forged passage in Tacitus and the alleged Neronic massacre of 
Christians. Handsomely printed, 6d.

The Birth Of Christ. From the original Life of Jesus by the 
famous Strauss. With an introduction by G. W. Foote. A  
most thorough Analysis and Exposure of the Gospel Story by a 
Master Hand. 6d.

Christianity and Secularism. Public Debate between G. W. 
Foote and Rev. Dr. McCann. Verbatim Report, revised by 
both disputants, is.; superior edition in cloth, is. 6d.

Bible Heroes. From Adam to Paul. By G. W. Foote. In
structive, interesting, amusing and honest; in fact, the only 
honest book on the subject. 200 pp., cloth, 2s. 6d.

The Grand Old Book. A Reply to the Grand Old Man. By 
G. W. Foote. An Exhaustive Answer to Mr. Gladstone's 
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture, is.; cloth edition, is. 6d.

Will Christ Save Us ? By G. W. Foote. An Examination of t he 
Claims of Jesus Christ to be considered the Savior of the World. 
Contains much Historic Information on Slavery, the Position of 
Woman, General Social Progress, and the advance of Science 
and Freethought in opposition to Christian bigotry. 6d.

Darwin on God. By G. W. Foote. A full and minute account 
of Darwin’s mental development, with a brief Memoir of his 
grandfather, the famous Erasmus Darwin ; containing all the 
passages in Darwin's works, and in his Life and Letters, beat
ing directly or indirectly on the subject of religion. Every 
Freethinker should have, and keep, a copy of this important 
little volume. 6d.; cloth, is.

Footsteps Of the Past. Valuable Essays in the Evolution of 
Religion and Ethics. By J. M. Wheeler. With a Preface by 
G. W. Foote. Cloth, 3s.

Infidel Death-Beds. By G. W. Foote. Second edition, revised 
and much enlarged. Contains authentic details of the last hours 
of slxty-two historic Freethinkers, and in most cases a sketch 
of their lives. Precise references given in every instance. 
8d.; cloth, is. 3d.

Comic Sermons and other Fantasias. By G. AV Foote. A
selection of the author's best satirical writings. Contents:—  
A Sermon on Summer—A Mad Sermon—A Sermon on Sin—A 
Bishop in the Workhouse—A Christmas Sermon—Christmas 
Eve in Heaven— Bishop Trimmer’s Sunday Diary— The Judge 
and the Devil—Satan and Michael—The First Christmas— 
Adam's Breeches—The Fall of Eve—Joshua and Jericho—A 
Baby God—Judas Iscariot. 8d.

Defence Of Freethought. By Colonel Ingersoll. A Grand 
Speech, occupying four hours in delivery, made in defence of 
Mr. Reynolds, who was prosecuted for Blasphemy in New 
Jersey. 6d.

Defenee Of Free Speech. By G. W. Foote. Three hours’ 
address to the Jury in the Court of Queen’s Bench before Lord 
Coleridge, in answer to an Indictment for Blasphemy on account 
of certain issues of the Freethinker. Carefully revised, with an 
important Preface and Footnotes, qd.

The Holy Bible. By Colonel Ingersoll. A  Masterpiece of 
Popular Criticism ; one of Ingersoll's greatest efforts. 6d.

London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited, 
A gen t: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Ingersoll’s Great Lecture.

t h e  d e v i l .
Price 6d. post free.

Published for the Freethought Publishing Company, Limited, by 
R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, London, E.C.
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Now Ready.
R E P L Y  TO G L A D S T O N E .

By C O LO N E L INGERSOLL.

A New Edition Handsomely Printed

This is one of Ingersoll’s masterpieces. The encounter with Gladstone drew forth all his powers. In logic, wit, 
illustration, and controversial dexterity, this pamphlet is almost, if not quite, unrivalled. It also contains some 
passages of superb poetry. Freethinkers should read it frequently. It will furnish them with hints and points 
in their friendly discussions with Christians. They should likewise lend it to their orthodox friends whenever 
they have an opportunity.

PRICE FOURPENCE.
LONDON : TH E FREETH OUGH T PUBLISHING COMPANY, LIMITED.

A gent : R. F order, 28 S tonecutter-street, E.C.

N O W  R E A D Y .THE SECULAR ALMANACK FOR 1900.
IS S U E D  B Y  T H E  N A T I O N A L  S E C U L A R  S O C IE T Y , A N D  E D IT E D  B Y

G.  W,  F O O T E .
Containing a Freethought Calendar, full particulars of the National Secular Society and its 

Branches, as well as of other Freethought Organizations, and a number of Special Articles 
by G. W . Foote, Charles Watts, C. Cohen, Francis Neale, Mimnermus, and others.

PRICE THREEPENCE.
L O N D O N  : R. F O R D E R , 28 S T O N E C U T T E R -S T R E E T , E .C.

W hy are these Parcels still on 
Sale ?

Because readers of “ The Freethinker” have not 
yet fully realised the exceptional value of the 

.offer.

Think of I t !

Think of I t !!

Think of I t !!!

1 Pair of Pure Wool Blankets.
1 Pair of Large Bed Sheets.
1 Beautiful Floral Quilt.
1 Pair Dining-room Curtains.
1 White or Colored Tablecloth, 
lib. Free Clothing Tea, value 2s. 4d.
1 Shilling’s Worth of Freethought Lite

rature.
1 Free “ T i p ” on “ How to Get Out of 

the Mud.”
1 Guinea returned if anything unsatis

factory.

All for 21s. Carriage Paid.

J ,  W. GOTT, 2 & 4 Union-street, Bradford.

NOW READY.

A New Edition
OF

IN G E R S O L L ’S
“ M ISTAKES OF M O SE S.”
Handsomely printed on good paper and bound in stiff paper covers.

Price One Shilling.

Also an Edition de Luxe
Printed on Superfine Paper and Elegantly Bound in Cloth.

Price Half-a-Crown.
Copies of the Best Edition can be secured by remitting the 

published price to Miss Vance, 377 Strand, London, W.C., who 
will forward same post free.

London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited. 
A gen t: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Ingersoll’s Last Lecture.

“ W H A T  I S ^ R E L I G I O N ? ”
A n Address delivered before the Am erican Free Religious 

Association, at Boston, June 2, 1899.

Freethinkers should keep a copy of this Lecture always by 
them. It was Ingersoll’s last utterance on the subject of 
religion. It shows him to have been a “ rank Atheisl ” to the 
very end. Moreover, it is a summary of his life’s teaching, 
and embalms his ripest thought.

P R IC E  T W O P E N C E .
London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited. 

Agent: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.
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